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ABSTRACT

/,.../_ _---_

A formula for the impedance of a short_ cylindrical dipole in a

magnetoplasma is derived using quasi-static electromagnetic theory. The

formula is valid in a lossy plasma and for any dipole orientation with

respect to the magnetic field. It is shown that the quasi-static theory

can be interpreted in terms of scaled coordinates and that a cylindrical

dipole in a magnetoplasma has a free space equivalent with a distorted

shape. The dipole impedance is found to have a positive real part under

lossless conditions when the quasi-static differential equation is hyper-

bolic; this indicates that the quasi-static theory predicts a form of

radiation. The effects of plasma wave excitation and various assumed

Current distributions are discussed. Laboratory measurements of monopole

impedance are found to agree fairly well with the theoretical calculations.
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1. I_._IRODUCT ION

When an antenna is xmz_ersed in some medium, knowledge of ats impedance

is important whether the antenna is regarded as part of a communications

system or as a probe for studying the properties of the medium. For the

former application_ energy reflection from the antenna must be minimized

and for the latter, the relationship between impedance and medium properties

must be well established. The foregoing statements apply especially to

rocket and satellite exploration of the ionosphere and also to plasma

daagnostics in the laboratory. For these reasons it was decided to study

both theoretically and experimentally the impedance of a short cylindrical

dipole antenna immersed in a magneYoplasma. Only linear (low RF level)

" phenomena will be discussed in thi_ report.

The analysis is limited to short; antenna_ (short compared to a wave-

length) in order to avoid the problem of obtaining theoretically the antenna

current distrlbutions. If the antenna is short enough_ the current may

be assumed to vary linearly _rom a maximum at the centel to zero at both

ends. Furthermore a short antenna may be conveniently analyzed using

quasi-static electromagnetic theory_ a method which (in free space at

least) gives good impedance results bu?: does not predict radiation. In

this report the quasi-static theory is derived by means of a low fre-

quency approximation and is used lo calculate dipole impedance for any

orientation of the dipole wiT:h respect; to Z:he steady magnetic fleld.

Furthermore it is shown that ihe fi.rst near field term of Mixtra and

+I

Deschamps is the quasi-static field.

7
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Laboratory impedance measurements also are simplified by limiting

the experimentation to short antennas. Since a short antenna radiates

little energy, the reflection of this energy from nearby obstacles has

negligible effect on the impedance. This is especially important when

the antenna is immersed in a laboratory plasma because the walls of the

plasma container must necessarily be close to the antenna. The measure-

ments to be described were performed on a monopole antenna having a length

of approximately a twentieth of a free space wavelength and inserted in

the end of a cylindrical glass discharge tube. For experimental conven-

ience, measurements are limited to the case in which the steady magnetic

field is parallel to the monopole axis. The impedance measurements agree

reasonably well with the quasl-static theoretical predictions.

An unexpected result of the quasi-statlc theory is the prediction of

radiation which occurs when the quasi-statlc differential equation is

hyperbolic. The effect of this radiation on impedance is not only pre-

dicted theoretically but also detected experimentally. Electromagnetic

effects such as radiation were not expected because, in free space, a

quasl-static (irrotational) electric field cannot induce a magnetic field.

In a _magnetoplasma_ however, the electric field does induce a magnetic

field and radiation can take place.

The validity of the theoretical model is examined from several view-

points. An impedance correction is computed, using a second order term

arising in the derivation of the quasl-static field _heory. The problem

of the influence of the assumed current distribution is treated by com-

puting the effects of two different current distributions. In addition,

8
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I
the effect of the excitation of longitudinal plasma waves is computed

f_r the isotropic case. However_ as far as the laboratory experiment is

I

I

I

concerned these corrections are of negligible importance compared to the

problem of non-uniform electron density resulting from plasma diffusion

to the antenna surface and to the container walls. The magnitude of

this effect is estimated by calculating the impedance of a non-uniform_

isotropic plasma between parallel conducting plgtes.

I

I

I

There are relatively few published papers dealing with the impedance

of antennas in anisotropic media. Kononov et al, 2 have applied quasi-

static theory to the problem of an infinitesimal dipole but their field

and impedance expressions differ with those in this report due to their

choice of an integration contour. Katzin and Katzin $ have derived an

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

impedance formula for longer dipoles but a great deal ofnumerical inte-

gration would be necessary to extract impedance values from their formula.

Whale 4 has discussed some aspects of the problem_ including the effect of

plasma wave excitation on radiation resistance. Bramley 5 has obtained an

impedance expression valid for low electron density or weak magnetic field.

Kaiser 6 has observed a real part in the input impedance of a biconical

dipole but he believes this to be the result of energystorage rather than

radiation.

Some papers on related topics should be mentioned for the sake of

completeness. The impedance of antennas in conductlng_ isotropic media

has been studied by King and Harrison _ and also by Deschamps 8 whose

impedance relation is particularly simple and useful° Quasi-static theory

has been applied to propagation problems in plasmas by Trivelpiece and

11_
Gould 9 and in ferrites by Trivelpiece et al_ 10 and several other authors.

9



A thorough discussion of source problems in isotropic_ warm plasma has

been presented by Cohen is in a series of three articles.
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2. THE QUASI-STATIC THEORY FOR A SHORT DIPO_ ANTENNA

I_ A MA_-_ETOPLASMA

2ol

alr.e

Derlvai1on of the Basic Equations

In a plasma with a z- directed DC magnetic fle].d_ Maxwell'9 equations

vx_= j _ _oK _ _- "_ (z.1,ol)

(2.1.2)

The relatlve permlttivlty tensor K i.9

I 11 _'v 1

K JK 0

-JK K 0

0 0 K
O

(2.1.3)

in which
K
O

K _

K

X

X U
"_ i -- w

X Y

11
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_N 2

0J
H

0_

N 2

2 e
N m6

o

eB
o

H m

v

U = 1-JZ = l-j v = collision frequency

N = electron density

B = DC magnetic flux density
o

= angular frequency of signal source

e = magnitude of electron charge

m : electron mass

E = permittivity of free space = (36_ x 109) -I fd./mo
o

No = permeability of free space = 4_ x lO "_ hyo/m.

ko= _ ._ Eo = --c= _- = free space propagation constant
o

c = velocity of light in a vacuum

k = free space wavelength
o

M.K.S. units (rationalized) are used throughout.

The impedance analysis of an antenna requires knowledge of its near

field. If all the dimensions of the antenna are small compared to a

wavelength, the use of an approximate near field theory is indicated in

order to simplify the otherwise complicated calculations. Such an

approximate theory can be obtained by first formulating general near

field expressions and then letting the antenna dimensions become very

small in terms of wavelengths. An equivalent process involves letting the

12
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frequency become arbltrarily small while maintaining the antenna size

and the properties of the medium constant (i.e., the dispersive nature

of the medium is not considered). This low frequency limit is employed

in the following paragraphs to derive quasi-statlc expressions for the

electric field_ the magnetic field and Poynting's theorem.

The first step is to obtain a general field formulation valid for

electr3magnetic problems in a magnetoplasma. It is desired t3 derive

E and H from a pair of potentials chosen in such a manner as to display

the quasl-static electric field as a distinct part of the total electric

field. The total electric field can be expressed in terms of a scalar

potential _ and a vector potential A.

(2ol.4)

Substitution of Equation (2.1.4) in Equation (2.1,2) gives

The above two relations_ together with Equation (2.1.1) give

VX VX A- k 2
o K A =-j _ PoE o K V _ + Po J

i3

(2.]..6)

I



Operation on Equation (2.1.6) with the divergence operator gives

_'K_ _ + J a_.K_-
v._
jc_£

o

8

(2.1.7)

This equation can be simplified by introducing the following restriction

onA :

m

V.K A = 0 (2.1.8)

This is a modification of the Coulomb gauge condition and is discussed in

the Appendix. Equation (2.1.7) becomes

v._
V'K V @ = JC_E (2.1.9)

o

This differential equation can be used to obtain the potential _ due to a

current density J. If q is the charge density_ the equation of continuity

(_7f_ + J _ q = 0) puts Equation (2.1.9) into the form

n

V'K V @ = - "_ (2 1.1,0)
(_

o

which may be regarded as a modified Poisson's equation. A complete

solution for all the fields would involve solving Equation (2.109) or

Equation (2.1.10) for _ substituting _ in Equation (2°1.6) and solving

* Equation (2.1.i0) is widely used and is the quasi-statlc differential

equation for the scalar potential _.
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for A. Expressions for E and H could then be derived using Equations

(2.1o4) and (2.1.5).

Solution of the above equations can be facilitated by the use of

spatial Fourier transforms. A transform will be indicated with a wavy

line [ - ) and the transform variables will be represented by the vector

k. Transformation of Equation (2.1.6) gives

MA = _ _o eo K_ + _o J (2.1on)

where

-M= kgk% + k 2 K.
o

Transformation of Equation (2.1.9) gives

= _ (2° i. 12 )
o _-K_

Substitution of Equation (2.1.12) in Equation (2.1.11) gives

_ = _o M- I K kk_ °_J + ='j
k • Kk

(2.1o 13)

IS
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The electric field E can be expressed in terms of the potentials

and consequently in terms of the current density J by transforming

Equation (2_1.4):

C )_:-j _$+_X (2.1.14)

Similarly_ transformation of Equation (2.1.B) gives an expression for

the magnetic field:

" .C.."_X_ (2.1.15)H=

_o

Thus the electric and magnetic fields can be expressed in terms of a

scalar potential and a vector potential which can be derived from the

source current in a straightforward manner, The gauge condition on the

potentials is chosen so that the scalar potential _ satisfies the relatively

simple quasi-static differential equation.

An examination of the equations in the preceding paragraph suggests

that some simplification may result if E and J are each separated into

two parts as follows:

E=E +E
o i

J= J + J
o I

(2.1.16)

16
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in which

o

E =- J_A
I

-_ Kkk. J
J =
° _.K_

= = Kkk • J
J = J- (2,1.17)

z _.K_

The foAlowing r_la_i_qr_ may be deduced readily_

_.XK -1 J = 0 (2olo18)
o

k " J =0
I

(2o1.19)

J is clearly a transverse vector. However it is not the entire transverse
I

part of the current de_sity sind_the_other':part _ is not longitudinal;
_: 0

rather_ K-1 =J is longitudinal, Equation (2.1,13) for the vector potential
o

becomes

, A= I j

17



12

Equations (2.1.20), (2.1.14) and (2.1.12) permit the two parts of E to

be expressed as

_ _i_ K-__ (2.1.21)
o - _E o

0

= - J _ _'om-_ (2.1.22)
1 I

Equation (2.1.18) shows that E is a longltudlnal vector. However it is
O

not the entire longitudinal part of E since in general k . E _ 0. Rather
I

g E is transverse_ a fact which may be deduced from the gauge condition.
1

An expression for the magnetic field follows from Equations (2.1.20) and

(2.1.15). It is

_= j_X_ -I =J (2. I° 23)
1

m

Another expression for H may be derived by noting that

-ME = kXkXk + k 2 K
0

from which -_ = k 2 M'I K _ (2.1.24)
O

Substitution of Equation (2.1.24) in Equation (2.1.13) gives

18
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(2.1.25)

from which

(>_. Io 26)

A comparison of Equation (2.1o26) with Equation (2.1.23) leads to the

concluslon that

=o (2ol,27 
o

I

l
I

I
I
I

The decomposition of the current density into two parts ( a procedure

suggested by Professor G. A. Deschamps) evidently simplifies the equations

considerably° Furthermore it is clear that E is derived entirely from

_ and that both E and H are derived entirely from _ ° Similarly _ and
o 1 1

are derived from _ and _ respectively. Thus the entire field pro-
o 1

blem has been divided Into two distinct halves_ one with the source J
o

and the other with the source _ . Although _ may be confined to a finite
1

region in space, _ and _ both exist outside that region.
o I

The theory developed above does not use any approximations and Is

valid as long as the constant permittlvity tensor K is a valid representa-

tlon for the properties of the medium. However, the near field analysis

of a short antenna can be simplified greatly by the use of a low frequency

approximation to the general theory. Since k is a parameter proportional
o

19
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to frequency, the low frequency approximation can be effected by letting

k approach zero. As discussed before, the low frequency approximation
O

is not applied to the elements of the permittivlty tensor K; that is,

the elements Of K are to be considered fixed as k approaches zero. It
o

will be shown that the first term of the approximation gives an electric

field equal to E (the quasi-statlc electric field). Furthermore it will
o

be shown that the low frequency approximation gives a magnetic field

consisting of two parts. One part is the familiar magnetic field obtain-

able from the DC form of Ampere's law and the other part is an induced

magnetic field which is non-zero only in an anlsotropic medium.

The low frequency approximation (the limit as k 2 approaches zero)
O

m

can now be applied to the vector potential A. Equation (2.1.25) shows

that A can be expressed as follows:

= k k . J + _o M-I _J

o

_o _ _ ' _ 2 _-i=-- --- + k

k2 k • K_ o
o

(2.i.28)

If the rectangular components of k are kl, k2_ k3, then the matrix M is

2O

14
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I

I
I

I

!

k:_._- _o* -k_-,_ _o

" 2 t
-k k ÷ Jk2K k_+ k2- k K

1 3 o 1 $ o

-k k -k k
1 S S_

2_. 2-_ x
1 3 o o

15
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N
The inverse o_ M can be expressed as M_ =_

4
•_ _ +k N

o .o I o s (2.!.50)

in which D is the deter_nant of M. In order to consider the low _'equency

limit: it is necessary to know the scalars a s b: c and the matrices
' i

No_ NI_ N . They are2

a:- (k 3 ( ÷2)+K 2
2 | 2 o

(2.1.3z)

21
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1

t 2 - tb = (K - K 2) (k 2 + k 2) + K
1 S

K (k 2 + k 2 + 2 k 2 )
o 1 2

c-K
o

t!

(K 2 _ Kt2)

= - det K

N = (k 2 + k 2 + k28)
o 1 2

m

k 2 kk k k
1 1 2 1 3

kk k2 kk
1 2 2 2 2

k k kk k 2
1 J 23 3

=_.

Kt (k2+k 2)+K (k2+k 2)
1 2 o I

_v

K k k + JK (k2+ k 2)
o 1 2 i 2

t tt

K k k +jK k k
1 3 2

K k k -JK (k2+k 2)
o 12 1 2

!

K (k2+k2)+K (k2+k 2)
1 2 o 2 3

Kkk-jKkk
23 1 J

29

16

(2,1,32)

(2.1.33)

| t!

K k k -JK k k
13 23

K k2k3+JK k kI 3

!

K (k2+k24 • 2k 2)
1 2 3

(2.1.34)
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l

P

I

!

N=K
a o

!

K

It

JX

0 0

II

-JK

|

K

0

0

_2 tt

K =... K z
K

o

(2oi °35)

17

The vector potential expresslon_ Equation (2.1.28)_ now can be written as

I °
J (Z.] °36)

I

I

I

I

I

In the limit as k
O

I J0 ,.._o + N + k z l_(b+k c) a t ..... 9_I_

=P'o . kz k4 caa- b+
0 O

J (2. Z. 37)

approaches gero, Equation (2.1.37) becomes

_o = N -a 1 a
J (2. l. 38)

It should be noted that the above expression for A O ls lndependen_ of the

parameter k .
O

23
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Low .frequency expressions for E and H now can be derived uslnff

Equation (201038)o

m

E=E +E
o 1

= - j (k _ + coA )
o

"'I. sl]-= _T + ..._qo o 2 (2.1.39)
a 1

o

If k 2
o

3.1).

18

is sufficiently small, the second term can be neglected (see Section

Under such conditions

= -j N J
o

E-
O_E a

o

(2,1.4o)= E
o

Equation (2oio40) asserts that the predominant low frequency electric

is thefield can be deri_ed entirely from the scalar potential _o Thus E
o

well-known quasl-st;atic electric field° The preceding derivation not only

24
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displays the quasi-static electric field as a low frequency limit but also

:p)o_ia_s a first order correction term (the second term in Equate:on (2olo39))o

! ! It will,now be: shown that the two terms of Equat_on:(2.1o39_ are identi-
\

• ! . ._

ca[ to the two near field terms which can be derived by %he me_hod:_f Mittra

and Deschamps. In their work, Mittra and Deschamps derive an expression for

one electric field component by going through two long divisions; the

following electric field derivation makes use of this approach. In the

notation of this report, the transformed electric field may be expressed

as,

- j _o M-I J _' _ ,_= (2° 1o 41)

_ _ k_ M-_
- _ 0

J

The first long division gives :

: E.oE= _-+ o
0 a + k' b + k4

.... 0 _ O

J (2.1.43)

2_



!

20 - |

The Jecond long dlvIiion gives

N k 2
_o+__o

o & &

(2,1,44) g

I

The first two terms of Equation (2,1.44) are interpreted by Mittra and

Deschamps as near field terms because they are singular at the origin.

Note that Equation (2.1.39) is identical to the first two terms of Equation

(2. i,44).

The transformed magnetic field was given by Equation (2.1.23): it is

H= J_xM -_ _ (S.l,45)
I

Equation (2.1.30) shows that this can be expressed as

- o o _ o Z "_ (2.1.46)
H = J _X k2 (a + k2 b + k4c) 1

0 0 0

11

t
l

However_

o i

= O (2.1.47)
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l
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I
l
l

l
l

Thus a general expression for the transformed magnetic fle]d ]_

= J kx _ o 2 -z

+ k2ob + k 4 c 1
o

A comparison of Equation (2.1.23) with Equation (2,1.26) shows that

Equation (2.1.48) can be written as

= J kX I 0 Ill II_

k3b + k4c
o o -_

In the limit as k3---_0 Equation (2.1o48) becomes
o -'

k_( N J
I

mm m_

H = J
o a

and similarly, Equation (2.1.49) becomes

H =j
o

kxN J

a

27
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(2.1.48)

(2. I, 49)

(2olo50)

(2_1.51 )



Further insight into the meaning of Equations (2.1.50) and (2.1.51)

can be obtained by employing a different derivation. One of Maxwell's

equations is

0

Taking the curl of Equation (2.1.52) and setting V • H = 0 gives

_7_ H --- - J _o E VXK E - VX'J
O

(2.1. _3)

In the low frequency or quasi-static limit, E = - _7 _. Substitution of

this in Equation (2.1.53) gives

22

I

I

I

I

f

I

I

I

I

I

!

V 2 H : J c_ E VXK V _ - VX_ (2.1.54)
O O

If K is a scalar the first term on the right hand side is identically

k

zero and H and J are related only by the point form of Ampere's law
0

for direct currents. If K is a tensor_ the term containing K is not zero

in general and thus contributes to H . Evidently in an anisotroplc medJ.um
0

an irrotatlonal electric field can contribute to the magnetic fleld_ A

28



convenient expression for the magnetic field can be obtained by

Fourier transform of Equatlon (2.1.54). This gives

23

!

!

• H -o
k

J kXK k k • J -- _-- •

I -----_ - + kXJ

taking the

(2.] °55)

!

!
Equation (2.1.55) can be written in rectangular components as follows:

!

H= J

o k 2 +k 2 +k ]
I 2 3

y._ z

K_ (k2+k 2)+K k 2
1 2 o 3

(K' -_Ko)k 2 k3-JK" k k
1

| f!

(K -K )k k -JK k k
o 13 2 _

JK (k2÷k 2 )
1 2

(2° 1056)

29
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It can be shown that this low frequency expression for H is identical to
O

m!

Equation (2.1o51) (ioeo H = H )° The advantage of this derivation is
o o

that it displays the low frequency magnetic field as the sum of two terms

(see Equation (2.1o55))_ the first term being identically zero in isotropic

media and the second simply a statement of Ampere's law for direct

currents. The meaning of the first term can be clarified be relating

it to the induced current which flows in the medium due to the quasi-

static electrlc field. Equation (2.1o21) shows that

J=- j 0_E KE
O O O

o o

u

=-J co _ E - a E (2ol.58)
0 0 0

in which (Y is the conductivity tensor° If the electric field E induces
O

a current density Ji in the medlum_ Ji is given by

m

Ji = (7 Eo

80
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o
- j c_(_ E

o o

Kkk o J

m

k • Kk

j Go E E (2ol.59)
o o

The induced current is seen to consist of two parts; the flrs_ part is

irrotational only when K is a scalar and the second is always i.:Fco_a/ionalo

The magnetic field resulting from the quasl-static induced cur:ren_ is

given by

j ~
H = _ kXJ,

...... :X

-j kXK k k J
(2° 1 60)

This expression is exactly the first term of Equation (2,1o55) which now

may be written

= _.- j
H = H + -- kX J (2ol ,61)

31



The existence of an induced magnetic field H i in the low frequency limit

suggests that unusual electromagnetic effects may be predicted by quasi-

static theory when it is applied to problems in anisotropic media.

Propagation effects in magnetoplasmas and ferrites have been described

9310
in the literature in connection with source=free problems_ a problem

which includes sources is the subject of this report and it will be shown

in Sections 2.3 and 2.4 that the quasi-static theory predicts a form of

radiation.

The low frequency behaviour of the field quantities may be

summarized by noting their proportionality with respect to frequency

when expressed in terms of an operation on an assumed current density _:

l 1
@_ _, E_ _ ,

A = const._ H = consto

(2.1.62)

The infinities in _ and E at _ = 0 arise from the fact that J is assumed

to remain constant as _--90, It would be more realistic to base field

calculations at _ = 0 on some assumed charge distribution. Since an

oscillating charge distribution p is related to a current distribution by

the equation of contlnuity

V • J + J ¢_ p = 0 (2.1.63)

26
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! it is clear thaL an assumed charge distribution would produce a finite

and E at co = 0,

!

!

The existence of quasi-static field expressions suggests that the

Poynzing theorem might also be expressed in a quasl-static form° The

Poyntlng theorem is often written as follows:

|

) f( )
V V S

!

(2.1.64)

!
!

In the quasi-static limit the relations of Equation (2oi,62) indicate that

the B --*H term is negligible. A more useful limlting form of the

Poynting theorem may be derived by substituting

!

!
E= - v_ - j _i (2olo65)

I in the surface integral° This gives

!

!
° D-B"

S

(2.1..66)

S

!

!
33
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The first surface integral can be simplified using the vector indentlty

_XH = _ H - _ _H (2.1.67)

and the conjugate of one of Maxwell's equations,

_TxH = - j co D + J (2ol.68)

m

If it is assumed that J = 0 on the surface S, Poyntlng's theorem becomes

f_ --*• J dv = j_

V

(2.1.69) I

V S

In the quasi-static limit the relations of Equation (2.1.62) indicate that

the B . H* and AX _$ terms are negligible° Thus a quasi-static form for

Poynting's theorem is

I

!
I

• J dv = JCO E ' D dv + JCO _ D*

V V' S

A
nds (2o1_70)

3-1
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This formula is similar to the well known energy expression to be found in

textbooks on electrostatics. A similar formula for the magnetostatic limit

may be derived if H is expressed in terms of a magnetic scalar potential.

The surface integral of the magnetostatic formula gives a result identical

9
to that obtained by Trivelpiece and Gould in their equation numbered

(A. lO).

The quasi-static field equations and Poynting theorem discussed above

constitute a body of theory sufficient for a study of the near fields of a

short antenna in a magnetoplasma, Before proceeding to the antenna

problem_ it is worthwhile to examine the form of the quasi-static

differential equation. Equation (2.1.9) may be expressed as

m

1 V.J

t_xx + _yy + "_" %z - j u) e K' (2.1.71)
o

where

!

Let us consider the lossless case in which both K and K are real. Some
o

information about the potential _ may be obtained from a study of the

characteristic surfaces of the above differential equation (see

Sneddon 14, for instance). The nature of the characteristic surfaces

depends on whether a2 is positive or negative; the equation is elliptic

when a2 is positive and hyperbolic when a 2 is negative (see Figure 2.1.i).
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Figure 2.1.1 The elliptic and hyperbolic regions.

Note: e is the angle (with respect to the

Z axis) of the characteristic cone when the

differential equation is hyperbolic
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An elliptic equation has complex characteristic surfaces and thus no

physical significance can be attached to them° A hyperbolic equation

has real characteristic surfaces along which discontinuities "propagate"

(toe. cannot vanish). Thus under hyperbolic conditions any discontinuity

in V • _ will cause a discontinuity in the electric field (-V _)

extending outward from the region where the source current J is

localized.

The equation of the family of characteristic surfaces may be derived

easily by writing the quasi-static differential equation in cylzndrical

co-ordinates for the axially symmetric case° If r ls the radial variable

and z is the axial variable, Equation (2.1o71) becomes

l l vo_
_rr + -- _r +- _zz = K' (2.1o72)

r a2 ja_g °

The equation for the characteristic surface as given by Sneddon Is

I •

_2 +_ r 2 : o (2.1.73)

in which the dot represents differentiation wlth respect to some parameter.

The solution is

37
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z = + J _ r + const. (2.1.74)
a

which represents a family of cones when a2 is negative. Therefore any

source discontinuity at a point will result in a conical field dis-

continuity emanating from that point. Under hyperbolic conditions

the field of a short dipole should contain three discontinuity cones)

two emanating from its ends and one from its center. These cones are

evident in the field formula to be derived in Section 2.2. Thus the

most prominent feature of the field solution has been obtained without

a detailed solution.

2.2 The Field of a Short Dipole

As shown in _ection 2.1_ the quasi-static differential equation is

!

K (_bxx + _yy) + Ko_zz = " qE (2.2.1)
0

This may be written as

1 _zz q= -- =- _--K' (2.2.2)
_bxx + _byy a2 o
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where

D

The solution will be obtained uslng the Fourier transform pair

(_) = ;;; f (r)e Jk'¥ dx dy d_

(2.2°3)

!

!

The transforms can be used to solve Equation (2°2°2) and the solution can

be expressed as

a

!

!
39
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The transform of the charge distribution is

w

q (k) =

__ -j(. x + k y÷k -) [_
q (_)e i 2 $ dx dy dz (2.2.5)

!

!

!

This can be written in the (u_y_v) coordinate system as shown in Figure

B

2.2.1. Both r and k can be transformed as follows:

x = u sin e - v cos e

z = u cos e + v sin e (2.2.6)

t

k = k sin e + k cos e
i 3

t!

k =-k cos e + k eln e
1 3

(2.2.7)

Now q can be expressed as

oO

]]] !q (_) = q (u,y,v)e-J(k u + k2Y + k V)du dy dv (2.2.8)

4o |
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|

! Figure 2.2.1 The co-ordinate system
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The dipole field will be derived from the filamentary_ triangular

current distribution shown in Figure 2.2.2. The corresponding charge

distribution is obtained from the equation of continuity.

8J

1 u 8(y) 8(v)
q (7)= j_ 8u

JC0L
T(u) 6(y) 8(v) (2.2.9)

The function T(u) is shown in Figure 2.2.3. The transform of the charge

distribution is

q (k) 1 L Jk L- , + e - 2 (2.2.10)

_Lk

This can be substituted into Equation (2.2.4) and integration will result

in an expression for the potential _. However, for impedance calculation,

the electric field parallel to the current (Eu) is required.

a_
E (7) = -u

42
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I!

m
= 1 e-Jk LeJk L_2

I

j_o(2_)Se K L
O

j(k u+k y+k v)
2

e

k 2

k2 + k 2 +
I 2 2

a

l

l

I

j_o £ KL
O

[ I(L) + I(_L) -21(o)]

l

I The integral I(L ) can be expressed as

l

i I I (L) = (2_) 3

g

j[k (x-L sine) + k y + k (z-L cosO)]
1 2 3

k2
k s + k2 +
I 2 2

a

!

I Employing a transformation to cylindrical coordinates,

I
I
I

x- Lsine=p
1

y =p
1

z - L co_e = z
1

cos__ k = _ cos_
1 1

sin_ k = _" sin T]
1 2

k = k
3 3

i

!
45

dk dk dk
1 2 3

39

(2_2.11)

(2o2.]2)

dk dk dk
Z 2 3

(2o2o13)

l



we can write

since

JCyP)=
o 1

¢¢ _ 2Ti

fff

_ Jkz

ff e

_ o

o

ooze- _) + k • ]J["Y Pl 3 1
e

k 2

_+ _
2

a

3 1 Jo (_ Pl )

k 2

a 2

Y

cos (q- ¢1 )
d'q

46

y d_ dy dk
3

40

(2.2.14)

(2.2.zs)
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I

i

_n_; nexi: st:ep involves contour i, ntegr.a_i.on _i:_h :respect 'to k •
3

I'L is conventent to designate by "a" the squa_.e :_oot: of K_/K which
o

has a posi. r_i. ve _'eal. part_ however small, Under lossless hyperbol]e

cond].t_.ons (a 2 negat:|ve with t_-:0) the cor:r:ec*, choice for "a '' must be

made b_ t;ak£ng the ]_.mit as the collision frequency (v) appz'oaches zero,

i The contour' integ:ratlon gives

I

I z jk z

1 i e jk_ " a 2 ] e 3 !i _-_= ._ °" ":__- ("+"";('_ja,>
y2 $ 3 3

a 2

I

dk
3

I

I a

2

-a_ lz I

!

I The ],:nt:eg:[a_ ],on c'o:n't:ou:r'_ azoe shown In Fl.gaze (2,2,4)

I 47
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Figure 2,2,4 Integration Contours

C is used for z positive and C for z negative°
1 1 2 1

Integration with respect to y completes the evaluation of I
(L) "

I (L) = 4_-- e ao (_ Pl ) d_
g

° I

a O_ + a2 z2 )'½ (2o2o17)
4_ i 1
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Similar expcess]ons for ]

nomencl ature

(-L) and I(o ) may be delivedo
Using the

'= (x-L sine) s + y2 z = z - L cos8
1 1

:: (x+L sin0) 2 4, y2 z = z + L cosO
2

p20 : x 2 .. y2 Z ",'_ Z
0

we may express the electric field parallel to the d_pole as

u 3 ¢04Y _ K L + a 2z2 ;)2 + a 2 z 2 p2 + a 2 z s
o l 2 2 o O

Under ]oss]ess hyperbolic conditions (a 2 real and nega'tive)_ E

coroes ]:n.fanJ,te on the sucfaces 0 2 4. a 2 z 2 = O, p2 + a 2 z 2 = O_ and
1 1 2 2

49
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p2 + a2 z2 = 0. These surfaces are cones emanating from the ends and
o o

center of the dipole° Their discovery was anticipated by the discussion

of the differential equation characteristics in Section 2.1. In addIZion,

inspection of Equation (2.2.19) shows that phase shifts across the conical

surfaces occur under hyperbolic conditions.

2.3 The Impedance of a Short Dipole

For an input current of unit magnitude, the input impedance of an

antenna with a conducting surface is given by

I

l
I

It'
Zln = - t _ E ds (2.3.1)

I

where S is the antenna surface.
i

In this formula J is the current density

on the antenna surface and E is the electric field at the antenna surface

when the conducting material in the antenna is removed. This impedance

formula may be derived using the "reaction concept" and such derivations

have been discussed recently by Richmond 15 for isotropic media. These

derivations are based on the Lorentz integral relation between any two

I
I

I
solutions of Maxwell's equations (the solutions are numbered 1 and 2):

I

v i
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where "J and K are electric and magnetic current respectively° Thxs relation

may be written for a magneto-ionic medxum only _f the sense 9£ ghe magnetic

I

I

field is reversed for one solution (say number 2). If the volume V ls

the entire space exterior to the antenna_ the surface integral at infini.ty

vanishes and there remains

l

I f
- E_H ) " nds = 0 (2°3°3)

2 1

!

!
l

where S is the antenna surface (see Figure 2.3.1)o

-n M E = K then
i 1 _

If_×h =5 a_d
1 !

(2,3_4)

I

I If the gap is narrow.,

I

l

I

° H
1 2

S

ds = - V I
I 2

51
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Figure 2.3.1 Derivation of the impedance formula
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I

I

where V and I represent source voltage and cur'reni.

I = I =z ]i and %he Input impedance Is defined by Z
1 2 in

If J = J = J and
I 2

V 1
=--" then

I '

I

I
Zin = 12 2

S

ds (2°3°6)

I
whlch reduces to Equation (2.3ol) for unit source current:° Since sola%ion

I
I
I

B

2 r'equires :_eve_.sal of the DC magentic field_ E must be calculated under
2

such cond]tlons_ H at the gap is completely determined by the source
2

current and thus ]_ unaffected by the DC magnetic field reversal. However

in the quasi-static theory for an infinite medium al.l solutions for the

electric field are independent of the sense of tbe'DC magnetic field. Con-

I

I

I

sequen*ly In the impedance calculations to follow_ Equation (2.3.1) may

be used just as _t would be in free space.

The l__,pedance ,formula _or unlt input current (in _he (u,y_v) coordinate

system) 1.s

I = S E u dsZin - Ju

! s
(2_3o7)

I

I
Trans:format_on to a cyllndrical (u_r_) coo:rdinate system (as in

Figure 2_3o2) g_ves

I 53
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SURFACE

qf

Figure 2.3.2 The cylindrical co-ordinate system
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!

!

!

!

y = r cos_ , v = r sin_

If the current is spread uniformly over the antenna surface_ the curren,

density is

U

j = L 6 (r-p) for u > 0 (2_3 81)
u 2Yp

U

1 +--

= L 6 (r-p) for u< 0
2_0

In order to s]mplify the calculai_ons, one can obtain an expression for

[he impedance of a monopole of lenglh L. The impedance of a dlpole of

length 2L is jus% twice the monopole impedance. The monopole impedance is

2ff L
JJ

l _-| (I- u
Zin = 2= E ) Eu (u,p,¢) dud 0 (2o3.9)JJ

o o

and E (u_p,_) is g_ven in Equation (2.2 19) In the cylindrical
[_ - , o

55
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coordinate system,

p2 =
1

p2=
2

<:

[ (u-L)slne-p cosesin_ ]2 + [p cos_]2

[ (u+L)slne-p cosesln_]2+ [pcos_]2

[ u sine- p cosesin_]2+ [_cos_]2

z = (u-L) cos8 + ;9 sine sin_
1

z = (u+L) cose + D sine sin_
2

o
u cose + _ sine sin_

The expression for E may be simplified by introducing
u

F = 1 + (a2-1) cos2e

G = 2p (a2-1) sine cose sin_

H = p2[l + (a2-1) sin2e sin2¢]

56

5O

(2.3.10)
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Thuts 9

+ a2 z2 = F(u-L) 2 + G(u-L) + H
1 1

+ a2 z2 = F(u+L) 2 + G(u+L) + H
2 2

+ a2 z2 = Fu2 + Gu + H
o o

(2o3o13)

The monopole impedance is

Zln r'
-a

1

j_) 4_'E K L
o

2Z _

o

(I + I -21 ) d_
I 2 $

where

L (o)
f , .-[. du

11 :-" %_' F(u-L) 2 + G(u_L) + H
o

(2o3oZ5)

r.
1_ )_F a 2 4, G _ + H

L L F

G i [ qF(F (12
- 2_--_°_=" in 2 + GL a + H) + 2F a+Qlt

JJ
• -_ a -'-L

7 "
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i. _ )du I
= O _ F(u+L)2 + G(u+L) + H I

=-_ F -2-_ _-
0`=L

!

!

!

G_ 0`=2L

+ G a +H) + 2F 0` + (2.3.16)

0`=L

I

I

!

I
13 = I

o _Pu2+ GU + H

I

I
G__0`=L=-g _ " 2-_ " _-

0`=0

I

G__ 0`=L I
+ In 2 F(F 0.2+ O a + H) + 2F 0` .

0`=0

5s |
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I

I

In order to make the expressions more compact, let

N (s) -- _F a2+ G a + H

M (ct) = 2 4F(F ct2+ G f, + H) + 2 F ct + G

The sum of the above i.ntegrals is

I+ I-2I-
1 2 3 -1 13N(o) . 3N(L) + N(2L) _ N(_L) _FL

G 1 M(o) 3 M(2L)
+ _--- o _ in

2FL NF F M3 (L) M(-L)

+
2 M(o) M(2L)

In

M2 (L)

If i.t is assumed that p << L_ then the above formula can be greatly

slmplified:

59
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1 2 3=_ .L (
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I

I
I

Substitution of the above in Equation (2.3.14) gives

I

I

= , n - i+i nF-
Zln j_2_ KL 4T P z_

o

21/

f InI_i+(a2"l)sln2@ sln2_

o

+(a 2-1)sln@ cos@ sln_Id_ ] (2.3.21)

I

I
I
I

It can be shown that

I

I

f :l': : '_-_ f(sln2¢, sln_) de= _ f(sin2_ ,-sln_) +f(sln2¢, sln_) de (2.3.22)

o

6O

I

I

I
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from _hich

27/

o

].n(_41+ (a2 -i) sin28 sin2_ + (a2-1)sin8 cose sin_)d_

(a2-1)sin28 sin2¢] - (a2-1) 2 sin2@ cos20 sin2_t d_

= in_-F+ a
2

(2.3 _23)

Subst]_ition of the above in Equation (2.3.21) gives

z . [ ]In j¢o27;C K' in 1 a + _-FL_ _- I - in 2F
o

(2.3,.24)

I

where F = sin20 + a2cos2 o and a 2 K
K

0

This formula gives the input impedance of a short_ thin monopole making an

angle 8 with the DC magnetic field, Two special cases are of interesi,
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@ = 0 (monopole

_C) •

parallel to HDC ) and 8 = _/2 (monopole perpendicular to

Parallel case:

= _ - 1 + in a (2.3.25)
Zin ,.f_2_'6 K L

o

Perpendicular case:

a- , n_- 1 - in
Zin .j_2_'E K L

o

(2.3.26)

t

In free space (K = K = i) the above impedance formulas reduce to
o

ILl_ 1 in _ - 1 (2.3.27)
Zin j¢o2_6 L

o

which can be found in any discussion of short, cylindrical antennas

(Schelkunoff and Friis 16 for instance)

It is interesting to observe that impedance formula, Equation (2°3°24),

can be re-written in the same form as the free space impedance (Equation

(2°3.27)) if the dimensions L and p are suitably scaled. That is,
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- , n _ -
Zin j0027/6 L p

0

where

L = L sin2e + K cos2e
O

and

'_ _o)=_ +
!

8 + K cos2e

The significance of this scaling will be discussed further in Section 2.5.

The above impedance expressions all contain the logarithm of a functlon

Of I_ f!a When the medium is lossless and hyperbolic, the logarlthm produces

a positive_ real part in the input impedance. This indicates that the

antenna transmits energy irreversibly into the magneto plasma. It will be

shown in Section 2.4 that this energy transmission is in fact a form of

radiation.

Numerical impedance calculations will be presented in Chapter 3 along

with the experimental results.

2°4 The Pointing Theorem and Calculation of Radiation Resistance

The radiation resistance of an antenna can be obtained by integrating

the real part of the Poynting vector over a closed surface surrounding the

63
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antenna. Since the quasi-static theory for a lossless plasma predicts a

dipole impedance having a positive real part_ this real part should be

the radiation resistance° Therefore_ as a check on the impedance calcula-

tion_ it should be possible to compute an identical radiation resistance

by integrating over a surface at an arbitrary distance from the antenna.

In addition_ it is important to establish that the total outward power

flow is independent of the distance between the source and the surface of

integration; this assures that the power flow has the characteristics of

radiation and not of "intrinsic loss ''I? (apparent power dissipation in a

finite lossless region).

It is necessary first of all to write the Poynting theorem in a

form readily applicable to quasi-static analysis. Equation (2.1.60) is

in such a form and is repeated here for convenience:

• dv = joJ oD*

V V S

(2.4.1)

In quasi-static theory_ the addition of a constant to the scalar potential

leaves the electric field unchanged° In Equation (2.4.1), the addition

of a constant to _ leaves the equation unchanged provided that there is

zero net charge within the surface S

Let us now compute the outward power flow from a short monopole

(or dipole) which is oriented parallel to the DC magnetic field° This

64
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restrictzon simplifies the computation while preserving the essential

features of the analysis. The outward power flow P through a surface

S is given by

(2°4.6)

in the quasi-static limit° For a monopole_ the surface S can be a

closed cylinder as shown in Figure 2,4.1. For P to have a real par_ the

product _ D*o _ must have an imaginary part. This can occur only under

hyperbolic conditions and then only between the characteristic cones

emanating from the ends of the antenna. Thus P will have a real part

only over the shaded region of S . The surface S can be removed to
1 2

infinity and then neglected_ at least for the computation of real power

flow.

The necessary field expressions are

a 1 +

Ez_O'z) = _ f+_(z+L) 2 _f+a2(z-L) 2 _+a2z 2

(2.4°7)
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II o
1

p2 +a 2 (z+u)2

I

I
= K'where M _4_ L

O

The power flow through S is designated P where
1 i

du

61

(2.4°8)

!

S
1

!

_b D*. _n ds

oo27r

I = -j_ KO O

!
O O

_(p, z) E*z (P'z) pd_b

I
QO

Z

!

I

I
I

where

Q = -jc_£ K
O O

67
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P -

1

-QI al 2

+a 2 (z+u) 2

+

(z+L) 2 _p2+a2 (z-L) 2

21qp2 +a 2 z 2

dp 2 du

62

I
I

I
I

I
I

L

= -QIaI2M2 f Zij Iij du

O

where i=1,2 and j=1,2,3 (2.4.10)

Here, Iij indicates an integral formed from one of the six products in-

dicated above. In general the real part of P comes from the imaginary
1

Imaginary parts arise when a2 is negative
parts of the integrals Iij.

(say a2 = -C 2) and over a limited range of the variable p2. For instance,

consider the integral I
ii

oO

i f11

O

dp 2
(2.4.11)
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Ii is ev]denr :ha_ t:be lmagi.nar'y part of I is given by
11

p2 ,:c_ (_,L) 2

=: ,j

-' l ' I °'=e_ _''
t,_n 0 -c_ (_u_ 2

p2=ca (z+u) 2

=: j 2 _:an-1 ,_o- tan-lo i

::: 4_ 3 nY _here n is an odd integer

].t can be shown readi, ly that Im 1
21

lm .= ,_ ,lm I Thus
23 l_

= - Im I Im I
1 I_ 22

69

= - Im I
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(2o 4_ 12 )

(2 ,,_<I 13 )

and



o4 !

j Im _ I = 2 j Im I (2.4.14)
ij 13

_p2 =C2 (z+u) 2 I

p2 =C 2 z 2 !

p2_-C2 (z+u) 2

= 4j,_

02 =_ 72

dp 2

,_c_(..+u)_-#k]p2-c_z2

I

I
II

= + n 4j_" where n is an odd integer. (2.4.15)

The correct value for + n can be determined by introducing a small loss

and observing the locations of the points p2=C2z2 and p2=C2 (z+u) 2 in the
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l

I

t t

complex p2-plane. There are two cases of interest_ K < o and K > o.

These cases correspond to the two hyperbolic regions in a y2vs. X graph

(compare with Figure 2.1.1):

y2

O

K' >0

X

In the complex p2-plane, the real axis is the path of integration. If

t t

K > o the points _z 2 and _ (z+u) 2 are below the real axis. If K < o

the two points are above the real axis. Thus the imaginary part of the

t

integral (the "phase change 'f) is negative for K > o and positive for

t

K < o. In addition the total phase change of the integral can be no

greater than Y in magnitude so that n = 1.

65

!

= - 4 j $ if K < o

If P is the real outward power flow through the surface S
r I_

71

t

Thus j Im _.. Iij = 4 j _ if K > o (2.4.16)
13



°° I

p B

r 0a'] Ij Im _ .du (2.4.17)ij Iij

o I

{+
Qlal 2 sign for K > o

(+ 4 j ?;) L

-- sign for K < o

: -('jL0_6 K)(_04_6OKO,n) 2 (_ K_o ) (+ _)4j n

o

1 (2.4o18)
1

4¢OL6 IK [
o

If the input current is unity then the radiation resistance is given by

Rra d = 1 (2 4.19)
I

4COL6 I K I
o

From the former impedance calculations for a monopole we have
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Re (z) =
in

in a

!

j_2_£ K L
o

(2.4.20)

t

j if/2 sign for K > o
! T

jo22fE K L sign for K < o
o

4_LE I K]
o

= Rra d. (2.4o21)

It has been shown that the real power flow is independent of the height

z of the surface S and that the radiation resistance is equal to the
1

real part of the input impedance° This indicates presence of a mode of

radiation which is most unusual because it can have a pronounced effect even

for a very short antenna. The explanation for this phenomenon was suggested

in Section 2.1 where it was shown that an irrotational electric field in-

duces a magnetic field in a magnetoplasma_ making possible electro-

magnetic effects such as radiation. However it remains to be shown that it

is the induced magnetic field H which is totally responsible for the real
l

part of the total outward power flow P. This can be done by writing

p = f EXH* _ ds " (2.4°22)
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and using the quasi-static electric field together with the total low

frequency magnetic field. The latter is given in Equation (2.1.61) as

___. _ j _ _"
H = H. + m k_J

z _2

(2.4.23)

Evaluation of Equation (2°4.22) for the case of a monopole parallel to

the DC magnetic field gives the same integral already evaluated

(Equation (2.4.10))o Furthermore the real part of the outward power

flow arises entirely from the induced magnetic field H..
z

2°5 Derivation of the Impedance Formula by Dimensional Scalin_

Consider the problem of transforming the anisotropic differential

equations into equations having the same form as the free space differential

equations° In the quasi-static theory three equations are important_ any

two of which are independent. They are

1 x 2 Y 3 z _-" ('2 5)._o_.i
0

V o -J + j o_ q _- 0 (2.5.2)

K (_xx + K (_yy + K3_zz -1 2 jo_E
0

V " "J (2.5.3)
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where KI_ K, K3 are the relative permittivities in the x, y_ z coordinate

directions (respectively), q is the charge density and _ is the current

density. A time factor e j_t is understood.

Dimensional scaling of the following form will be considered:

x' = a x, y' = _ y, z' = 7 z (2.5.4)

In order to transform the "anistropic Laplacian" into an "isotropic _' or

ordinary Laplaclant it is required that

=CA'

where C is some constant. Substituting the scaled variables on the left

side and equating the coefficients gives

a 2 K t3z K _2 K
1 _ 2_ = ____/
C C C

= _ (2.5,6)
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Equations (2.5.1) and (2.5°2) can be expressed as

-q (2.5.9)CA' (_- f
o

ct _ y_'' _' + j _o q = 0 (2.5.10)

If it is assumed that C and a _ _ are not zero_ Equations (2.5.9) and

(2.5.10) become

q (2,5o11)&' _- E C
o

?6

a

V o J = a _ y V'o J' (2.5.8)

After transformation_ the divergence of the current density becomes

!

i

I
I
I

I

I
I
I

I
l
I

l
l

l

c p2 c y2 c I, = _- , = _- (2.5.7)
1 2 3
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_' -J +j --_q =0
ab_

(2o5o12)

These can be reduced to the free-space form if _ and q are suitably

transformedj say to _' and qt

q' = _ (2.5.13)
C

0_ q

co'q, = a _ y (2.5o14)

It is necessary to put some restriction on the frequency and charge

scaling. First let it be assumed that _T=_ (frequency-invariant scaling).

Equations (2o5.13) and (2o5.14) give

c = o,_ V (2.5.15}

Equations (2:5.6) and (2.5.15) can be solved for 4, _, y_ and C_ giving
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Now let it be assumed that q' = q (charge-invariant scaling).

is apparent that

C = i

It

(2.5.17)

and from Equation (2.5.7),

i i i
(4

CL -- C-, e = ,

dE f_ _K! 3

(2.5.18)

To summarize_ there are two principal types of scaling_ one frequency-

invariant and one charge-invariant.

a) Frequency-invariant scaling:

r

x' = ,_|K2K3 x co' = co (2.5.19)

y' = N'[KIK y q' - q3 KNK
1 2 3

Z ! = _ Z

b) Charge-invariant scaling:

x' = x/'_l co' = co/_K KK1 2 3 (2.5.20)

Y' = Y/_2 q' = q
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Either of these two methods of scaling converts the equations of free-

space form

_'_=
q!

6
O

(2.5,21)

V' • _' + j ¢o' q' = 0 (2.5.22)

A'@- i V' -J'

j_' £
O

(2.5.23)

to Equations (2.5.1), (2°5.2), (2.5.3), respectively. Since frequency

(rather than charge) appears explicitly in the quasi-static impedance

formulas, frequency-invariant scaling is to be preferred.

For a magnetized plasma with the DC magnetic field oriented along

with the z axis, the scaling is somewhat simplified.

a) Frequency-invariant scaling:

r
x' = k[ K' K x

O
00 _ -_ OJ (2.5.24)

y' = _K'K ° Y

z t = K_ z

q, _ q
K12 K

O

b) Charge-invariant scaling:
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x, = x/ _v _' = K' _o (2.5.25)

y' = y/4/-_ q' = q

z' = z/_fK- °

By means of scaling, the quasi-static differential equations may be

transformed into free space equations. If the scaling is applied to the

dimensions of a cylindrical dipole_ the equivalent free space dipole can

be shown to have an elliptical cross section (for the case of real_ positive

scale factors). This free space dipole, in turn_ has a free space equivalent

with a circular cross section• Thus the impedance of a short dipole in an

anisot:ropic medium may be found by a simple scaling of the well-known

results :for cylindrical antennas in free space. The details of this

approach to the problem will be worked out in the following paragraphs.

Frequency-lnvariant scaling will be employed. The scale factors are

given by

_ z' = K'z (2°5 26_x' = K' K X y' = K' K y _ .
O 2 O

The co-ordinate system is shown in Figure 2.5olo

The length scales easily If x' z' are the projections of the•

scaled length L' and x_ z are the projections of L, we have

8O
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Figure 2.5.1 The co-ordinate system in the magnetoplasma
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L' =_ x '2 + z '2

:4 K' 4 KO sin2e + K' cos2e L
(2.5.27)

The radial scaling is somewhat more involved. The circular cross

section of the dipole is given by the equation

V 2 + y2 = p2 (2.5.28)

where

u = z cose + x sine

v = z sine - x cose (2.5.29)

After scaling_ the above cross section equation becomes

z' sine x' cose _2 y,2 = p2
+ K' K

K' _'_K' K ° ) o

(2.5°30)

The co-ordinate system is shown in Figure 2.5.2. The co-ordinate trans-

z' )---_(u' v' ) is given byformation (x',
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Figure 2.5.2 The free space co-ordinate system

83

77



z' = u' cose + v t sin8
0

0

x' = u' sine - v' sinO
0 0

The relation between e and 0 is
O

= -- x tan8
tane z' - = "o z

or

sin9
0

_o sin8

K sin 2 e +K'cos 20
O

or

cos0
O

t_7 cos 0

K sin 20 + K'cos 20
o

Now the cross section equation becomes

v t2
o 1 = p2+ y,2

K, 2K
O

84
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(2.5.34)

(2.5°35)
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or

v t2

K sin2e + K' cos2e
o

y,2
+ = 1 (2.5.36)

This is an ellipse with semi-axes

PK'_o
A = , B = p ' K (2.5.37)

o

K sin20 + K' cos2eO

Thus there exists an equivalent free space dipole having an elliptical

cross section°

Y, To Lo 18 has shown that a dipole with an ella ptical cross section

has an equivalent with a circular cross section, the radius of which is

A+B
given by p' - Thus the radial scaling can be written as

2

K sin20 + K' cos20
o

(2.5.38)
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The impedance of a short cylindrical monopole in free space is

usually expressed (see Schelkunoff and Friis15 as

[ L, ]Z. = i in _-_- 1
mn jo_2_E L'

0

(2.5.39)

When L' and p' are transformed as indicated above, the formula becomes

Z
in

Ii L

I n_- i

jc021/6oL K_-- _Kosin2@ + K' cos2e

2(Kosin 28 + K'cos 28) )I+ in_o( K_ _K+ oSin2e + K'cos20

(2.5.40)

This formula could have been derived using charge-invariant scaling,

which involves the slight additional complication of a frequency scale

factor. The above expression is identical to the one obtained by solving

the anisotropic source problem without recourse to scaling.

2°6 The Effect of a Cylindrical Current Assumption on the Computed Impedance

The analysis in the preceding sections of Chapter 2 has uncovered
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unexpected phenomena associated with lossless, hyperbolic conditions _n

the magnetoplasma. The field of a short dipole exhibits infinite

discontinuitie_ and its impedance has a real part, indicating radiation°

Since such a phenomenon may be caused by a poor choice of current dis-

tribution, this section and the following one are devoted to analyses of

two different current distributions. This section considers the tri-

angular current to be spread over the cylindrical surface of the dipole

rather than being concentrated in an infinitesimal filament along the

dipole axis.

For the sake of simplicity, both the dipole and the DC magnetlc

field are o viented in the z direction. Because of cylindrlcal symmetry_

the differential equation may be expressed in cylindrical co-ordinates

as

81

! 1 1 q
_rr" + -- _ + -- _ = K' (2.6 I)

r r a2 zz £
O

I

I This equation is to be solved with the help of the transform pair

I

I
-jkz

f(z;r) e J (_r) r dr dz (2 6.2)
O °

oO o_

ill
.oO O

_(k,N) ejkz J (¥r) _ dy dk
O

| 87
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If the differential equation is transformed, solved algebraically and

re-transformed_ the potential can be expressed as

oO oO

1 // q (kl_) eJkZ j (Tr)_ d_ dk_b(z,r) - 2fie K' k2 o
O _ +

_oo o a 2

(2.6°4)

In order to find q, it is necessary to consider a current distribution J

which is spread uniformly over a cylinder of radius p. The corresponding

charge distribution is

i

I

I

i

I

1 8 J(z) 6 (r-p)

q = 2_p+ jco 8 z

_ 1 T(z) _ (2.6.5)
jCOL 2_p

for which the function T is shown in Figure 2.2.3.

1 (e-jkL jkL )q(k,_) - 2Ya_Lk + e - 2

88

The transform of q is

Jo(+ P)
(2.6+6)
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The potential _ at any point (z_r) now can be expressed in terms

of an integral.

oO oO

(2.6.7)

if -jkL jkL (_ P)eJkZJo(Yr)Y
_,d_tz, r) = 1 e + e -2 j uy_- dk

(2")2_ K'Lo -oo o k(y2 + a_--_) o

For impedance calculation, it is necessary to have the electric field in

the z directmon at the dipole surface (_-_0).

oO oO

E (z,p) = 1 f i e-jkL2__ eJkL

+ -2

z (27) z jc_ K' L k2
O V- ÷

O a 2

eJkZ_ (_) y d_ dk
O

(2.6 B)

If the integration with respect to k is carried out as in Section 2°2,

E becomes
Z

a

E z(z,p) = 4Yjc_ K'L
O

oO

f (e-aY]z-Ll+ e-ayl z+Ll -2 e-a'Yizl) J2o(Y p)d'y (2.6°9)

The following integral relation can be used to simplify the calculations:
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2 d_ (2.6.Io)

o o

Now E can be expressed as
z

a
E (z,p)=

z 4Yj¢o6 K' L
o

2 !

2 _Iia 1 1 '2 (L_z)2+(2pcos_)2 _a 2 (L+z)2+(2pcos_)2
o

d_ (2.6.11)

The expression inside the integral sign now has the same form as Equation

(2.2.19). Integration with respect to _ can be delayed while the impedance

calculations are carried out as in Section 2.3.

The impedance of a monopole is given by

L

Zin = f

z

(1-E) Ez (p,z) dz.

9O

(2o6.12)
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If the integratlon with respect to z is carried out and if the assumption

is made that (2pcos_) 2 << (faiL) 2, the following formula may be written

by analogy with Equation (2.3,25):

!

!
i 2 L

Zin= ja_2_6 K'L " _ n 20cos_-I + in d_ (2.6_13)
o

o

!
However,

!
_/2

in(2_Ocos_) d_ = in p

o

!

(2 °6° 14)

!
Thus,

!

!
Z
in - j_2_IE K' L

o
E Ln _-I+ in

(2.6,15)

!
which is identical to Equation (2.3.25)_ It may be concluded that the

!

!

assumption of a filamentary current (in Section 2.2) introduces negligible

error in the impedance calculation.

2.7 The Effect of a Smooth Current Assumption on the Computed Impedance

!

!

The field solution for a triangular current distribution contains

infinite discontinuities along the characteristic cones emanating from the
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ends and center of the dipole (see Equation (2.2.19)). The discontinuities

in the field are closely related to the current discontinuities at the

source. In the following calculations_ the current distribution chosen

is filamentary but has a continuous first derivative at the ends and

center of the dipole.

For simplicity_ both the dipole and the DC magnetic field are oriented

in the z direction. If J and q represent the corresponding current and

charge distributions, it is assumed that

for z > 0 J = 5(x) 6(y) - 3 _-_ + 2 (2.7.1)

6 5-9-!z (1 z
q - jCOL 2 2_p - _) (2.7.2)

-i z2 z_
for z < 0 J = 6(x) 5(y) - 3 2 (2.7.3)

L2

Z6 _ z (1 + ) (2 7.4)
q- j.L2 2_p _

The transforms to be used are

92



I

l

I

I

87

oo oo

-_o o

oo oo

f(13, z) e -jkz J (_ p) p c_0 dz
o

1 f; "_(_ k)
eJkZJo(_O) _ dy dk

-o0 0

1 The transform of the charge distribution is

J 1t Lq 6 z -jkz z -jkz
- - z (1+ [) e dz z(1- _) e dz

j_2_L 2

I - " O

!

(2.7.5)

(2.7.6)

(2,7°7)

1

1
I

1

1

1

1

!

1

After combining the two integrals and integrating by parts, one obtains a

convenient form of q :

L

-3 1 f 2u " -jku)q = _:_L 2 o _ (1 - -_) (e Jku + e du (2.7°8)

o

The electric field parallel to the dipole can be obtained by a

transform solution of the quasi-static differential equa%ion. The method

is identical to the one employed for the previous field computations for

a triangular current dlstribution. The inverse transformation is carried out

as follows:
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E _,z) = "-_
z

2W£_ K'
o

ff
"_ o

k_
lc2

2
8.

eJkZ J (_/P) y d_ dk
o (2.?. 9)

E (p,z)=
z

-3
?

ja_2;;a 6 K' L2
o

L oo oo (2.7.10)

f .(i- ---_) k2 .Jo[y,£))ydy dk du
a 2

o -oo b +

a 2

u. _ -_a

jc°2_'£ K' L2
o

L _ (2,7.11)

f ,uf(o-ay,z+u,e-aYiz.ull jo(_p) ydydu
(l----£) , +

o o
I

I

-3a

jco21"6 K' L 2
o

(2.7.12) I

" du

o (i---_) ',02 + a 2 (z+u) 2 ',02 + a 2 (z-u) 2

!

-3

Jco2_'6 K' L 2
o I 2z -1

(i+ --_) sinh " a,(L+z) 2z -i a(L-z) -i az

+ (i---_) sinh -"7-" - 4z slnh _--

I

I

a2L 2
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Note that the expression for E has no infinite discontinuities.
z

If the input current is unity and the antenna surface is designated

by S, the input impedance is given by

Zin = - J - E ds (9..7.14)

S

_L zAfter the transformations = t and _ = _ the impedance integral for a

monopole becomes

E( -i i+_ -I i-_

3 (l-_q2+ 2_ $ ) l+2_)sinh -- + (l-2_])sinh
Zin- ju_2Y£ K'L t t

o

- 4_] sinh _ -

The integral has been evaluated exactly but the final answer is quite

involved. To simplify the expression_ it is assumed that Ip/al 2 << L2°
t

a.

Under this assumption the impedance is given by
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1.2 (in aL 1.375) (2.7.16)
Zin- j_o2_6 K' L 0

o

For a triangular current distribution the corresponding monopole impedance

expression as derived previously is

Z
in j_2W6 K' L

o

aL 1_ (2.7 17)
in _-- - J

The two impedance expressions are identical in form and only slightly

different in magnitude.

The IE I at the ground plane of a monopole is plotted in the
z

accompanying graph (Figure 2.7.1). The field of the smoothed current

distribution has no infinite discontinuity but instead it has a dis-

continuous slope. Despite the difference in field magnitudes, the im-

pedance expressions are nearly identical.

Given the field calculations for the triangular current, it would be

tempting to conclude that the real part of the input impedance arises

from some sort of energy storage in the vicinity of the characteristic

cones along which the electric field becomes infinite. In fact, such a

conslusion has been reached by Kaiser 6 in his work on the biconical

dipole. However the smooth current assumption produces a finite field

intensity yet gives an impedance expression almost identical to the one
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derived under the triangular current assumption. Thus the occurrence of

field infinities is not necessary for the appearance Of a real part in

the input impedance. This conclusion clearly lends support to the

radiation argument put forward in Section 2°4.

9S
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3o VAL]DIFV OF _ T_ORErICAL MODEL

3_1 A f]:vst-O:rdef: Co_::cection to the Q'.Las.l-SCa'.ac Theory

It has been __hown (Equation (2_1 _39)) ":_.az: *.he total elect:rtc

field may be approximated at low fr-eq_enci, e_ by [he quasi-static electric

field plus a co:_reetion term:

o bNo
E _. . + .:.. _ J

a a Z
O

(3° 1.1 _

• _ k2
O b _ I¢ J

................ + N J (3}] _2:}

I
I

!
I

I
!

|
i

in whlch

L 2 :_ l 2 3

The total low f._equeney electrrc field (Equatlc, n (3olo2)) may be represented

as the _,am. of :he q*J.asz-__t:a*.Ic :field "_ and ,b B.... e co._eect.lon term E Thus
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_=_A+_

Using parallel notation_ the low frequency input impedance may be

represented by

(3.1.3)
i

!
I

A B

Zin = Zin + Zin (3.1.4)

From Equation (3oi.2)_ the expression for _B is

..... + NI J (3.1.5)
a _ ' K_

I

The case to be considered in detail is that of finding the electric

field E parallel to a current filament J . The z direction is considered
Z Z

in order to keep the computations as simple as possible. The electric

field can be expressed as follows:

I

!
I

-1

_B_ ja_O t_ K,2_K,,2) (k 2+ k2) + K'K (k 2+ k2 + 2 k 2)Jk 2

L _ • Kk
z _2_ . K

I00

(3.1.6)

+ K' (k2+k2+2k J
1 z

_

I

|



i

! The expression can be simplified by a t.ransformatlon _o cylindrical

coordinates:

!

! k = _ cos_ , k2 + k2 = _
1 1 2

!

!

l
Thus the electric field expression becomes

z = 2 + k _- K'_2 K k2 2 z

I 03 3 03

I

! For a triangular current distribution, J xs given by
z

I 2 - e 3 -e -jk3 u

i k 2 L
3 o

!
I01

I

!

(3_ 1.7)

95

(3ol _,8)

(3° Z o9)
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T_e electric field in space may be found by taking the Fourier transform

of Equation (3.1.8). For convenience k is written in place of k .
3

oO oO

EB__i/f Bez (21;)2 z

oO 0

J ("YD) 'Y d'y dk
0

(3.1.10)

-J_ I' (p, z) +
(2_')2 Ko

(3.1.11)

where

_ooL

fff eJkU -jku

u + e

I' QO, z) = K2 (i- _) _2 k2)2
o (K' + K °

O O

eJkZJo(_) y3 du d_ dk (3.1.12)

and

oo oo L

fffI" (p, z) = K2o (I- _) k2d_ .y2

-.o0 0 0

ejku + e-jku
Z

(K k 2+ K' .y2)
0

(3o1.13)

eJkZJ (_p)_3du d7 dk
O
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Introducing the anisotropy factor a2

two integrals as follows:

= K'/Ko_ one may write the above

I

!
I' (p, z) = L(1-_,

o

eJk(z+u)+ ejk(z-p) Jo(M0) _ dk d_ du

(k2 + a2_) 2

(3.1.14)

I

I
i

!

L

L) ji_k_ oeJ. k(z+u)+ ejk(z-u)

o

j (MO) 3 dk d_ du
o

(3.1. _s)

|

I

I' (.o, z) - _w (1- L ) ay(z+u

I 2a3 o

Integration with respect to k _using contour integration) gives

| 103

(3.1.16)

e-aY(z+u)+ _+a,l z-u_ e-aYlz-ulJ ° (yp)_ du

I

I
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Z" (p,

l -_/(z+u) +

a 2 -i

Rearranging the terms gives

Jo(_p) d_ du
(8.1.17)

I

I
I

I

I' (p., Z) -
; U ]II _a__ -a_(z+u) -a_Iz-u 1

K (i- E) - + e
2 a 2

o o

(3. z. zs)

Jo(_,D) d_ du

I" qo,z) - I (i- -_) 2+iqL -1) -a_ le-aN (z+u)+e-aAI Iz-u I

2

a2 -1
{e-_{(z+u)+ e-_{Iz-ul I

Jo(_p) d_ du
(3.1.19)
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| After integration _th respect to _,

i

O

I

(3.1..2o)

-%

m_

I 2 (a 2 -i) (a_-I)
0

!

|

I
a2-1 p2+(,.u)2

+

Cz+u)2 f_+a 2 (z-u)a

+ du (3.,i.21)

I

!
B

Recall that: EzQO;z) is given by

I

!

!

!
where

(2_) z

2 K'
a =_-

O

Ea41 (p, z) + b' *" (p,z)_

and b2 aa K'---_
K

O

(a.l,a2)

I 105
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The corresponding contribution to the impedance of a short monopole is

B
Z,
in

!
/(_- -_)EB _o,z)d_ (3.1.23)z I

= -- du dz
+ja)_ _" -C 2 _a (i- _) (i- u) i

(2_)2 "2 1 L _ 2] I
o o 02+a 2 (z+u) 2 p2+a2 (z-u)

uE I '-% (i- _) (i- _) - + du dz (3.1.24)

02+ (z+u)2 p2 (z u 2 Io

b4 (a 2 +i) C a 2 b4 2b4
where C = a+ _ = + -- j C =

1 a(a 2_1)2 2 a 2-I 3 (a 2_1)2

Note that the integrands are symmetric in u and z. Thus the impedance may

be expressed as

I08



I

I
I01

I

I tI 1zB =_ • _ c-c F_a (i- z (i- u) i + z
in (2W) 2 I 2 L) L - du dz

0 o p2+a2 (z+u) 2 _p2+a_ (z-u)

I

du dzl (3oi.25)

I

I Integration with respect to u gives

B j_ _ C a 1 -I 2azZ = _ _ - _ ÷ z inh -1 -laz

I in 4" 1 . _a _ (1- L) sinh P _ - 2 sinh _--

0

I

i

i

I
I

I

L

f _ (_ _ sinh l--z)_

- C 1 z -I 2z
3 " [ (I- E) sinh --p -',Z inh -I - 2 D

0

107

dz

(3.1.26)

++.+.._..._
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Now one can integrate with respect to z, take the derivative _a and I

make the approximation L >>]_al o Thus, !

I
z :_F_ r___+_n_---_+_C_in_+_-_-c(_in +_o_-__B j_ L C 1 aL ll C 1 L

in 4, /a \3 p _] a2 \_ p 18, p IJL

- in + in2- + + -- - C (3.1.27)
- 4_ + "_ - C3 P a 2 3 3a 2

With the help of the relation K ''2 = (K'-K)(K'-l)_ it may be shown that
O

C (K' -i) (K' +K ) C
K' -i 2 (K' -i)

..!.1= i + 0 --_ = i + -- C =
' 2 K' ' 3 K' -K

a K' (K' -K ) a o
O

(3. 1.28)

from which

C C C i C C [__ 1 __ 2 K' -i
-/- + --_ - C = 2, __!_ _ C = K' ' -- + = _i+ K'-----K] "a 2 3 a 3 a 2

a a o

(3.1.29)
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I
I

Now the monopole impedance correct:ion can be expressed as

in 2W _ in _ + In2- T{ + + K'----'K T +
o

The quasl-static calculation gave

ZA = i
in

2_jcoE IX'
o

E L _n_- i+ In

Combining these,

Z = ZA + Z B
in in in

EL .]n_ - i + in
.251

where k is the free-space wavelength°

109

(3=1.30)

(3ol _31)

(3_io32)
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L
WhenK'_ a, Ko are of the order of unity the in _ terms dominate.

Under these conditions, the quasi-static expression is accurate as long as

(2W)2 (_2 << io In other words, if L : .Ik, a correction of about 10_
8

would be expected.

However at cyclotron resonance K' and "a" become very large, increasing

the magnitude of zB compared to ZA Thus the quasl-static theory breaks
in in"

down at cyclotron resonance unless the magnitudes of K' and "a" are kept low

by collisional damping. As an example, consider the experimental monopole

for which L = .04k at 1.6 kmc. At _a= 1 (cyclotron resonance), X = i and

Z = .05, the magnitude of the correction term is 20% of the quasl-static

impedance magnitude.

It is important to notice that the form of Z B is almost identical to
in

A

that of Zin , showing that the correction term does not introduce any

markedly different kind of impedance behaviour°

3.2 The Effect of Plasma Waves on Impedance

A given current distribution in a uniform, isotropic plasma generates

both transverse electromagnetic waves and longitudinal plasma waves. Coupling

between the two wave types occurs only in the presence of inhomogeneity or

anisotropy and such coupling will not be considered here. The problem to be

considered is that of a short, thin, cylindrical dipole with a triangular

current distribution as shown in Figure 3_2.1. Since the electromagnetic and

plasma fields are generated independently by a given current distribution

(see Cohen, 13Part I)_ their impedance contributions may be computed separately

and added.
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I
I

I

, "'
_2dz !L i

I _z__T-

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

Figure 3.2.1 The source distribution
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The electromagnetic problem has many well-known solutions but the

plasma wave problem has received little attention. Hessel and Shmoys 19

have discussed the field problems of an infinitesimal dipole and a current

distribution on a sphere. Whale 4 has calculated the radiation resistance

of a short dipole and compared his calculations with the results of rocket

experiments. Cohen 13 has discussed source problems in warm plasmas and

has included a calculation of dipole radiation resistance° In the following

paragraphs an impedance formula is derived for a cylindrical dipole; the

formula is valid for a lossy medium and for any electron density.

The required differential equation can be obtained easily from the

paper by Cohen 13 (Part I). If a time variation ej_t is assumed and if a

collision frequency v is introduced_ Cohen's force Equation (2.6) becomes

,j_ Nm UVtota I = - Ne Etotal - m V2_ n (3o2.1.)

where V = _= plasma wave velocity

= 3

k = Boltzmann constant

T = electron temperature

m = electron mass

N = average electron density

n = variation in electron density

e = magnitude of electron charge

V

U = i - jZ = i - j

v = electron velocity°

112.

(3.2.2)
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I
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Cohen's field equations can be derived for a lossy medium using the above

force equation. Three of the lossy medium equations (equivalent to Cohen's

EquatioIhs(3.10)_ (3.]2) and (3.21) together with the continuity equation can

be used to derive a differential equation for the plasma wave electric field

due to a source current 7.

U-X --

1-K
o 1

V V ° J (3.2,3)
K jo_

O O

where

v_
A-

J

_0 2
N

X = --

Ne 2
2

N mE
O

X
K = 1 ---
o U

In order to carry out field and impedance calculations it is necessary

-- 300OK_• o assume some current distribution J. At plasma waves have a very

short wavelength (about one centimeter at ten megacycles)° Since the wave-

length may be comparable to a typical, antenna radius, it is necessary to

assume a cylindrical current distribution rather than a filamentary distri-

bution. For a z-directed current cylinder of radius p_ the differential

1_13.'
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!

equation for E is
z

i - K 82J

E - 0. 2 E - o 1 z 8(r-_) (3.2.4)
z z K JO._ 2_'p

o o 8 z2

where

(i2 =
U-X

A

The longitudinal current distribution J is assumed to be triangular. The
z

second derivative of a triangular current distribution is equivalent to

the sum of three delta functions as shown in Figure 3.2.1.

The differential equation now can be expressed as

I-K

E - a2E - o
z z K

o 5(z-L) + 6(z+L) - 26(z)) _ (3.2.5)/ 2=p

The above equation can be solved using the transform pair

oo oo

(3.2.6) I
o

l. ld
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mO oO

f(roz) := _ Jo

II

I
I

I
I

I
I

N

I

I!

II

I

I

m

II

(_r) _ d¥ dk

109

(3.2°7)

Transformation of the differential equation gives

\
\

I-K _ Ee 2_ Jo(_'P)
_(k 2 + _/2 + a2) _ = o -jkL jkL

z ja_ K L + e - 21
o o

(3_2,8)

Now E can be expressed as an inverse transform°
z

(3.2.9)

Ez(rZ) = J_£° K L " _ Jo(_O) eJkZJ (_(r)_( d_ dk
o o (2Y) 2 k2+_2 + a2 o

o

If it is assumed that_ 2+ a2 always has a positive real part, integration

with respect to k gives

E (r, Z)=
Z

(3.2.10)

o e- +e -2e 'Jo(M0) Jo(yr)y dyj_IC K L

o o , .[.z+ a 2

0 //
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If one's interest is confined to impedance, one need calculate the field I

only at the antenna surface_ that is at r = p. With the substitution I

the field expression becomes

E z qO, z) -

K -1
0

jw4Y£ K L
0 0

2 ff e-I_(2+°'2'z-L[+e-I_(2+(12 (z+L)-2e-_+_2z___ '

o o _+o2 I

If it is assumed that a always has a positive real

respect to 7 can be carried out

Ez (p,z)=

Jo(2_ pcose) _ d'y de (3.2.12) I

I

al part_ the integration with I

(it is a form of "Sommerfeld's integral").

I

I
o -I 2 e-_ ct_ ' 'iz+'L)2 + (2PC'°s0) 2'

jc04_'EoKo L ° _ ...... I

!
Y ..... de (3.2.13)

z2+ (2pc°sO)2 J I
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I

I Integration with respect to e will be delayed in order to simplify the

impedance calculation°

I The dipole impedance contribution due to the longitudinal plasma

i oscillations is twice the monopole impedance contribution. The latter

may be expressed as

I
L

I z_ [ _in = - (1- [) z_°'z) dz

I o

I In order to express the impedance in terms of simple functions; use is made

of the approximation L2>> _. Integration wi%h respect to z gives

I

2YE'°K°L ° _ J L ue -aL -e -2aLin=
_ -3e

I °

I

!
+ K (2apcose) - 2E (eL) + E (2eL) _

o 1 1 j
d8 (3o2_.]4)

I

I
l

where E
1

is one of the exponential integrals;

oO

f e_(l u

E (aL) = _ dUo (3o2.15)
! u

L
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In the derivation of Equation (3.2.14) the following integral expression

for the function K has been used:
O

oO

I e_CL u

Ko (aq) = -_ du. (3.2.16) I

u2_q 2
q

Here it should be mentioned that the assumption of a current filament

instead of a current cylinder would give the above impedance expression

with the exceptions that there would be no e integration and that 2 cose

would be replaced by unity.

Integration with respect to e tives

c

p K-I )T

o \*°(aP) Ko(a p) - 2E (aL) + E (2an)
Z
in - jw2YE K L 1 1

O O

+ 2-'_ e -e -3Io(2ap) + 3Lo(2ap (3o2.17)

where L is a modified Struve function. In practical cases aL is quite
0

large but ap may be fairly small. When ap is small the term containing

K (ap) is dominant and it approaches infinity as ap approaches zero° The
0

large argument approximations for I and K are still useful when the
0 0

argument is near unity and they give the very simple approximate result
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p K -1 1 1 Io

Zin = j_2fE K L
o o

(302.18)

Combining this with the quasi-statlc analysis gives

Zin = ja_2fC K L n_ - 1 + 2o.p (3o2.19)
o o

From the above impedance formula, it is clear that plasma waves

affect the impedance of a short monopole appreciably when up is approxi-
o

mately equal to unity. Taking T = 300°K, we find that V = 1.168 x 105 m/sec_

In a lossless plasma

x__ V
(3o2_20)

= 1.07 when X = 1.25, f = 4 Mc and Po =: 1 cm.To take an example, u4O ° o

Since these parameter values are representative for the maximum electron

density in the F region of the ionosphere, it is clear that plasma

oscillations cannot be ignored in impedance probe studies using rockets or

satellites. In the laboratory experiment, however> the corresponding value

of _p would be of the order of 20. Thus it is unlikely that plasma

oscillations would have a measurable effect on the impedance of the experi-

mental monopole_
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The above impedance formulation is quite general but is most convenient

when the frequency is lower than the plasma frequency, that is when e is

real (in the lossless case). For frequencies above the plasma frequency_

a is imaginary so one can write j_ in place of a_ taking care to ensure that

a small loss in the medium gives j_ a positive real part. Now the input

impedance contribution due to plasma oscillations can be written as

I

!

l

P
Z.
in

K -1
0

- j_2_E K L
O0

I

2 1 E4e-j_L -e -j2_L -3e -j2_pc°sO_ I

2 _pcose) + j (2_pcose

(3o2.21)

Where the following formulas have been used:

I
= _ co_ _

q q

Ci(a_) =f c°s_uu du> -si(a_) = f _u du

a 1,20 a

(3.2.22)
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Integration with respect to e gives

P
Z
in

K-I
o

- J_02$E K L
o o

+ _i (_L) + j si(_L)_ + 1 [4e-J_L -j2_LJ2_""'E -e -3 J (_p)+ 3j H (_p)i_(32.23)

o _o " JJ

where H is a Struve function°
_o

For the case of a lossless medium_ it is helpful to break _p the

impedance into its real and imaginary parts°

- o ('_P)+ 2 si_t)Re Zin _ cY27E K L
o o

+ _ COS _L-cos2_L-3 Jo(2_p (3.2°24)

P
Im Z

in

I-K
o

- c_2trE K L
o o -_ JoQ3P) N (_p) - 2CiQ3L) + CI(_L)o

+ _ 4 si_L + sin2_L 4. 3 Ho(_p (3.2o 25)

P
It should be noted that Re Z

in
is the r'adlaLion resistance assoclared

with the radiation of plasma waves from the antenna,

1.21



116

In most cases of interest _p is fairly small while _L is quite large,

the terms containing _ (_p) and J (_p) dominant in the above twomaking
O O

formulas. If _p is no smaller than unity_ the Bessel functlons can be

replaced by their large argument approximationso Thus

1-K

Re Z P = o l-cos2 _p (3.2.26)
in c02_6 K L 2_p

O O

1-K
P o cos2 _p= (3.2.27)Im Z

in _2_6 K L 2_D
O O

Combining the above with the quasi-static impedance_ one obtains the

approximate formula

i L o

Zin - jc02_6 K L n _ - i + _ os2 _D -J(l-cos2 _ (3° 2.28)
O O

The preceding discussion of impedance is based on the assumption of a

triangular current distribution on an antenna which is Shot% compared to a

free space wavelength_ This assumption may break down_ however_ at the

plasma frequency under near-lossless condltionso Furthermore, at high

frequencies Landau damping may affect the impedance°
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I
3.3 The Effect of a Non-Uniform Electron Density

The introduction of some surface or boundary into a plasma results

I17

I

I

I

in the diffusive flow of the charged particles toward the surface. Close

to the surface, free diffusion predominates and an ion sheath forms.

Farther away, amblpolar diffusion predominates; the electron and ion densities

are nearly equal but both decrease as the point of observation approaches

the surface. Since the theory in this report assumes a uniform medium

I

I

I

with no space charge, experimental verification of the theory must depend

on minimizing diffusion and on understanding its effect on antenna impedance°

The effect of non-uniform electron density on impedance can be estimated

by calculating the impedance per unit area between two parallel conducting

plates separated by unit distance. The space between the plates contains

isotropic plasma having an electron density distribution as shown in

Figure 3.3+1. The input impedance per unit area is given by

1

I i f IZin = _,U_-"_ KOCh-)

! °
(3.3.1)

I 1 1

Jo 1I

' .I u +o)- o_"'_" "Y "

123

where U = 1 - JZ
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Figure 3.3.1 The assumed electron density distribution

between two parallel conducting plates
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U U-aXo i-_

j_£ 1 ) X U- X U-X
o o o

(3.3.2)

The results of some numerical calculations using Equation (3.3.2)

are shown in Figures 3.3.2 and 3.3.3. The impedances are normalized to

give a free space reactance of 5 ohms° An examination of all the curves

(especially curve E) reveals that the losses in the plasma are increased

considerably whenever some part of the medium is in plasma resonance.

Note that curves C and F are nearly identical despite the ratio of two

between their respective collision frequencies; apparently under such

circumstances the electron density distribution has a greater influence

on energy loss than the collision frequency. Furthermore it is evident

that the effects on non-uniformity cannot be calculated from a density

distrlburion made up of finite "steps"; only a continuous distribution

will give the enhanced energy loss discussed above.

Curve E of Figure 3.3°3 exhibits an indentation for I<X < 2. The
o

similarity of this indentatlon to the kinks in the theoretical curves of

Section 4°2 (at low values of y2) suggests that it may be difficult in

practice to distinguish between the effects of non-uniformity and the

effects of anisotropy. However_ it is estimated that the conditions of

curve F may be closer to the experimental conditions than those of curve E.

This conclusion arises from the estimate that in the vicinity of the RoF.

probe the average electron density is about four times the minimum density

(see Section 4.1). Thus the ratio of maximum to minimum electron density

125
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Figure 3.3.2 The impedance of a non-uniform_ isotroplc plasma between

parallel plates as a function of peak electron density,

Collision parameter: Z=.IO

126'

120

I

I
I

I
I
I

I
I

I
I

I

I
I

I
I
I

I
I
I



I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

0 1.0 0 .5 1.0

D E
0 .5 1.0

F

Figure 3.3.3 The impedance of a non-uniform, lsotropic plasma between

parallel plates as a function of peak electrondensity.
Collision parameter: Z=.05
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may be as high as eight° Under such conditions the impedance curve would

have a very gradual indentation and would be similar to curve F. A further

point is this_ the experimentally observed kinks first appear for y2_ .50.

For °50 _ y2_ .i0 the experimental curves are fairly smooth. For .i0 _ y2_ 0

some indentation was observed and presumably it was caused by non-uniformity.

It is therefore suggested that non-uniformity in the experimental results

of Section 4.2 is more likely to move the entire impedance locus toward

the real axis than to cause local distortions which may be confused with

anisotropic effects.

The ion sheath over a conducting surface is a type of non-uniformity

which can be expanded or collapsed by the application of bias with respect

to a reference electrode. When the sheath is collapsed_ the plasma is

essentially uniform in the region adjacent to the surface. Bias controls

the sheath thickness by influencing the state of equilibrium between the

electron and ion currents flowing to the surface. Consequently the surface

under consideration (and also the reference electrode) must not be covered

with an insulating layer° Since a state of sheath collapse is easy to

achieve_ it is not necessary to discuss the theory of sheath formation

further in this report.

In a decaying_ inactive laboratory plasma_ the electron density

distribution at time t is a function of the deionization processes for all

time before t (going back to to_ the time when the discharge was initiated).1

The two principal deionization processes are volume recombination and

diffusion to surfaces° Recombination_ being a volume process, tends to make

the electron density uniform but diffusion has the opposite tendency. The
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Figure 3.3.3 The impedance of a non-unlformj isotroplc plasma between

parallel plates as a function of peak electrondenslty.
Collision parameter: Z=.05
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may be as high as eight° Under such conditions the impedance curve would

have a very gradual indentation and would be similar to curve F. A further

point is this_ the experimentally observed kinks first appear for y2_ .50.

For °50 _ y29 .10 the experimental curves are fairly smooth. For .10 _ y2_ 0

some indentation was observed and presumably it was caused by non-uniformity.

It is therefore suggested that non-uniformity in the experimental results

of Section 4.2 is more likely to move the entire impedance locus toward

the real axis than to cause local distortions which may be confused with

anisotropic effects.

The ion sheath over a conducting surface is a type of non-uniformity

which can be expanded or collapsed by the application of bias with respect

to a reference electrode. When the sheath is collapsed_ the plasma is

essentially uniform in the region adjacent to the surface. Bias controls

the sheath thickness by influencing the state of equilibrium between the

electron and ion currents flowing to the surface. Consequently the surface

under consideration (and also the reference electrode) must not be covered

with an insulating layer° Since a state of sheath collapse is easy to

achieve_ it is not necessary to discuss the theory of sheath formation

further in this report.

In a decaying_ inactive laboratory plasma_ the electron density

distribution at time t is a function of the deionization processes for all

time before t (going back to to_ the time when the discharge was initiated).
1

The two principal deionization processes are volume recombination and

diffusion to surfaces° Recombination_ being a volume process, tends to make

the electron density uniform but diffusion has the opposite tendency. The

1.2'8

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I



I

I

I

l

l

l

i

I

l

I

I

I

l

I

l

I

l

I

123

experlmen_al plasma (see Chapter' 4) is Initiated at t by a 2_s DC pulse.
O

In _he first 50 _o 100_so diffusion is do_inan_ due to the high electron

temperature° 'lOae_e follows a perlod of dominant recombinatl.on resulting

from the existence of high electron and ion densities° As these densities

decrease_ diffusion again takes over° From the foregoing discussion it is

clear that the electron density distribution around the experimental antenna

will. be a very compllca_ed function of all the events in the plasma between

t and t
O ?.

Measurement of the electron density dls_ribu_lon Is difficult because

any p_obe system disturbs the plasma around ito Because of such difficulties

in measuvemen_ _he best approach _o the non-uniformity problem is to try

to minimize diffus_on_ Th_s can be accomplished by choosing a gas with a

high recombination coefficient and a low diffusion coefficient (such as

neon)_ and by using It ar as high a pressure as possible: Although the

choice of gas ls lmpor_an_., _he in_roductlon of a magnetic field parallel

to _he diffusing surface Is probably the bes_ way vo reduce dlffusion_

provided tha_ _he expe:_lment can be carr]ed our in the presence of the

magnetic field_
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4. LABORATORY MEASUREMENT OF MONOPOLE IMPEDANCE

4.1 Experimental Apparatus and Measurement Technique

The apparatus is designed to produce a pulsed DC discharge in neon

or helium at a pressure of 1 to i0 mm. Hg, The experiments are carried

out during the plasma decay period (afterglow) following each discharge

pulse. The "resonance probe ''20 method is used to measure electron density

and slotted-line techniques are used to measure the impedance of the

monopole RF probe immersed in the plasma.

Figure 4.1,1 is a schematic drawing of the vacuum system. Pump-down

procedure consists of pumping first to about 20 microns (2 x 10-2mm) with

the mechanical pump and then pumping to about 10-6mm with the diffusion

pump. This procedure may take from a few hours to a few days depending on

the amount of contamination in the system. The application of a spark

coil to the glass parts of the system speeds up the outgassing of the

glass surfaces. Pump-down is followed by sealing of the system and back-

filling with the required pressure of neon or helium. Operation of the

discharge for a few hours completes the decontamlnation of the discharge

tube interior. After the pump-down and back-fill procedures have been

carried out again_ the equipment is ready for impedance measurement

experiments°

Figure 4.1.2 is a diagram of the pulse and RF system used in the experi-

mento The continuous discharge at the cathode end of the discharge tube

assures dependable starting of the pulsed high-voltage discharge. The 2_s.

discharge pulse is followed by the plasma decay which lasts for several
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Figure 4.1.1 The vacuum system
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milliseconds° In this experiment the first one or two milliseconds of

the decay are dlsplayed on the oscilloscope°

Figures 4olo3 and 4oi°4 show the details of the discharge tube and

RF probe assembly° The coaxlal line up to the RF probe is designed to

minimize reflections. Both the RF probe (monopole antenna) and a flush

probe (not shown but mounted flush with the surface of the brass end

cap adjacent to the RF probe) are used as resonance probes to measure

electron density° The electron density given by the monopole resonance

probe measurement is an average density for the immediate vicinity of

the monopole; the electron density given by the flush resonance probe

has a much lower value and indicates the degree of plasma non-uniformity

resulting from diffusion to the brass end cap. In a typical experiment

the electron density adjacent to the end cap was found to be one-quarter

the average electron density along the RF probe.

The method of impedance measurement is illustrated In Figure 4ol.5.

1

The slo_ed line probe is posi_loned at four points spaced _ wavelength

along the line. At each position a photograph of probe voltage vs° time

is taken° Measurements taken from the photographs are used to plot the

impedance as indicated. This method is usually referred to as the "four

probe" method and is discussed in detail in the book by Ginzton 21 (page 310).

A typical set of probe voltage photographs is shown in Figure 4.1.6a

and Figure 4olo6b° The experimental conditions are as follows:
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Figure 4.1.4 Determlnatlon of electron density by the
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Figure 4.1.6a Slotted line voltage as a function of

time. (Neon at 4.3 mm. pressure. Time

scale: 320 _s/cm.)
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Figure 4.1.6b Slotted llne voltage as a function of time.

(Neon at 4.3 mm. pressure. Time scale: 320 _s/cm.)
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Gas : Neon

Pressure: 4°3 mmo IIgo

Frequency: i o6 Gc°

Bias: 18 volts

Oscilloscope horizontal scale: 320_so/cm°

Oscilloscope vertical scale: 2 mv o/cmo

Probe dimensions: L = 8.0 mm._ L/P = 12.0

The corresponding impedance loci are shown Zn Figure 4°2.5° The dis-

charge pulse in each photograph is at a point one centimeter from the left

side of the photograph_ In the first 200 _s. after the discharge pulse the

traces are irregular; thus the impedance loci of Figure4.2.5 begin approxi-

mately 250_s. after the discharge pulse° A photograph of resonance probe

current at zero magnetic field (y2 = O) is included in Figure 4.1o6b.

It is important to estimate the leak rate of the vacuum system in

order to determine the optimum period for experimentation. At a pressure

of 2 to i0 mm, small changes in pressure cannot be measured accurately with

the equipment of Figure 4ololo Thus it is necessary to measure the low

pressure leak rate with the ionization gauge and assume that the leak rate

is not appreciably different at a pressure of a few mlllzmeterso Figure 4.1.7

is a graph of pressure VSo time as measured using the ionization gauge. As

shown on the graph_ there is a period of about one hour after pump down during

which leakage contamination zs negligible°

Only these conditions are varied in the experiments°
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4.2 Comparison of Experimental and Theoretical Impedance

The monopole impedance measurements to be described were carried

neon and helium gases° Some properties of these gases (at 300°K,out in

I mm pressure) are summarized in the following table (CGS units):

Gas

Neon

Helium

Electron-molecule

Collision probability

P
C

3°3

19

Recombination

coefficient

0.

2.1 x lO -7

io7 x 10 -8

Ambipolar

Diffusion

Coefficient

D
a

115

540

]_35

I
I

I
I

I
I

I
I

The values of a and D are as given by Goldstein 22 and the values of P
a c

are as given by Brown_ 3 The table indicates that neon is preferable to

helium because neon has a lower diffusion coefficient and a higher recombi-

nation coefficient. This means that a neon afterglow has a greater tendency

to decay by recombinatlon instead of diffusion. Since recombination is a

volume process and diffusion a surface process, afterglow decay by recombi-

nation tends to produce a uniform plasma. In addition, neon's lower value

of P indicates that it may be used at higher pressure (for the same
c

collision frequency) thus reducing contamination problems.

In some of the experiments a mixture of neon plus 0°5% argon is used.

At 300°K the argon contributes negligibly to the collision frequency.
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However the electron-molecule collision probability of argon rises sharply

at higher temperatures (the Ramsauereffect)• Thus the argon tends to

increase the cooling rate for the electrons in the first 50 to 100_s after

the discharge pulse° The presence of the argon should reduce the tendency

of neon metastable excited states to maintain the electron temperature

above 300°Ko

The time required for the attainment of electron thermal equilibrium

is of major importance and has been studied by Dougal and Goldstein. 24 For

neon and helium at pressures between 5 and 5 mmo, this time constant t• e

is given by the following formulas:

150

Neon: t k< -7 + 90 _So for p = 5 mm. t _< 120 _s0e e

Helium: t _ 8°4 lmm. t <: 36 ps.e --_ + 26 ps. for p = e

Thus it should be possible to begin impedance measurements after the time t e"

The theoretical calculations require an estimate of the collision fre-

quency v which is given by the sum of the electron-molecule collision fre-

quency and the electron-ion collision frequency• That is_

V = V + V
em ei
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! Similarly_ the relative collision parameter Z = _ is given by

!

!
Z=Z + Z

em ei

!

!

The appropriate collision frequencies are as follows (as given by Dougal

and Goldstein 24 and discussed by Pfister25):

! 4 i

v =- v P p (MILS units)
em 3 c o

!

! v
ei

3.62 x 106 N.
1

3/2
T

e

!
--=_ 8kTei in which v _ m

I 3/2 1

3.30 x 106 T
e

In I/2

N.
1

! = average velocity of electrons with Maxwellian distribution

!

!

273
Po = T P = pressure reduced to 0°C

No = ion density
1

!

!

For a fixed frequency of 1.6 Gc., the electron-ion collision parameter

may be approximated by the following simple function of X_ the electron

density parameter:

!

!

Z = o010 X
ei
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The electron-molecule collision parameter _alues are summarized in the

following table:

Z
Gas Pressure em

Neon 2o3 mmo .010

Neon 4.3 ram, o019

Neon 10o3 mm, ,044

Helium 2°2 mm, _,055

The theoretical and experimental results are shown as Smith chart

impedance graphs in Figures 4o2ol to 4o2o12o The _heoretical graphs

indicate that an increasing magnetic field sweeps the impedance locus

from the top of the Smith chart nearly to the bottom° This effect is

reduced by increasing the pressure° Increased pressure also tends to

move the loci to the right°

A prominent feature of each theoretical locus is the presence of a

_'kink _ in the vicinity of X := 1 (plasma resonance)_ This kink arises from

the logarithm in the impedance formula and is thus related to the elliptic/

hyperbolic feature of the quasi-static theory° The point X = 1 is always

on the boundary between an e]lip[:ie and a hyperbol.]c region (see Figure

2o1.1)o Increasing the pressure'tends to smooth out the kinks in the

impedance loci0 In addition_ the point X = 1 is seen to follow a nearly
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Figure 4.2.1
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Theoretical impedance loci for neon at 2.3 mm. pressure
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Figure 4.2.2 Experimental Impedlmoeloci for neon at

2.2 mm. pressure
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Figure 4.2.3
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Experimental impedance loci for neon (0.5_ argon)

at 2.0 mm. pressure



Figure 4.2.4 Theoretical impedance loci for neon at

4.3 mm. pressure
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Figure 4.2.5 Experimental impedance locl for neon at

4.3 mm. pressure
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Figure 4.2.6
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Experimental impedance iocl for neon (0.5_ argon)

at 4.2 nun.pressure
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Figure 4.2.5 Experimental impedance loci for neon at

4.3 mm. pressure
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Figure 4.2.6 Experimental impedance loci for neon (0.5_ argon)

at 4.2 mm.pressure
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Flfure 4.2.7 Experimental impedance loci for neon (0.5_ argon,

0.03_ air) at 4.3 ram. pressure
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Figure 4.2.8 Experimental impedance loci for neon (0.5_ argon_

0.15_ air) at 4.3 mm. pressure
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FlSure 4.2.7
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Experimental impedance loci for neon (0.5_ argonj

0.03_ air) at 4.3 ram. pressure
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Figure 4.2.8 Experimental impedance loci for neon (0.5_ argon,

0.15_ air) at 4.3 mm. pressure
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Figure 4.2.9 Theoretical impedance loci for neon at 10.3 ram.

pressure
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Figure 4.2.10 Experimental impedanceloci for neon (0.5_ argon)
at 10.3 mm. pressure
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Figure 4.2.11 Theoretical impedance loci for helium at 2.2 mm.

pressure
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Figure 4.2.12 Experimental impedance loci for helium at 2.2 mm.

pressure

150 -

/

I

I

I
I

I
I

I
I
I

I

I
I

I
I

I
I

I

I
I



I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

151

circular path as the DC magnetic field changes°

It should be noted that the line X ÷ y2 =: 1 is also an elliptic-

hyperbolic boundary for X (1, y2(I (Refer to Figure 2.1ol). The points

X = 1 - y2" are not marked on the theoretical impedance loci but they are

close to the real axis for small values of y2 and are all capacitive. The

Smith chart graphs reveal no unusual behaviour at X = 1 - ¥2

In general there is good qualitative agreement between experiment and

theory. The movement of the impedance ioci from the top of the Smith

chart to the bottom wlth increasing magnetic field is evldent in every

experiment. Movement of the loci to the right and toward the real axis

with increasing collision frequency also is evident. In all cases

(theoretical and experimental) the cyclotron resonance locus (y2 = i) meets

the rim of the Smith chart at right angles.

In each experiment_ the polnts X = 1 follow an approximately circular

path. Since these points were determined at zero magentic field and since

an increasing magnetic fleld tends to increase the tlme required for after-

glow decay_ the polnts X = 1 are in error for y2> O_ Furthermore the

magnitude of the error increases as y2 inc_easeso Thus the true plasma

resonance points are somewhat to the right of the indlcated polnts and

the necessary correction increases with increasing magnetlc field.

In Section 3.3 it was found that a non-uniform electron density tends

to move the impedance locus for y2 = 0 away from the rim of the Smith

chart and toward the real axis, Such an effecT: is evldent in every experi-

mental Smith chart at low values of y2 o Agreement with The theory is some-

what better at high values of y2 presumably because the magnetic field
)

: :
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tends to reduce diffusion to the probe surface (transverse diffusion). A

reduction Jn diffusion renders the plasma more uniform and uniformity is

assumed in the theory°

The kinks at X = 1 are visible in many of the experimental loci.

At high magnetic fields_ the kinks are to the right of the plasma

resonance points obtained at zero magnetic field° As discussed above_

this is probably caused by the extended decay period of a plasma in a

magnetic field° The theory predicts a smoothing out of the kinks as gas

pressure is increased and this effect is noticeable if Figure 4°2°2 is

compared with Figure 4°2°5° However_ a non-uniform plasma density also

would tend to smooth out the kinks and the degree of uniformity depends

on the plasma decay processes which in turn are pressure-dependent. Thus

it is very difficult to identify the cause of a smoothing effect in the

impedance loci when the gas pressure is changed.

The addition of a small quantity of Argon (to increase the rate at

which the electrons approach thermal equilibrium) apparently has little

effect° This can be seen by comparing Figure 4°2°3 with Figure 4°2.2 and

Figure 4°2°6 with Figure 4°2°5°

In contrast to the case of argon_ the addition of a very small

amount of air has a pronounced effect on the impedance loci (see Figures

4°2°7 and 4o2_8)o The effect of the addition of air is to bring the

experimental results into much closer agreement with the theory_ expecially

in the regions of the plasma resonance kinks. The air percentages indicated

on the graphs are rough approximations obtained by extrapolating the

leakage graph of Figure 4olo7 to 5 hours (o03_ air at 4°3 mm) and to
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25 hours(°15_ air at 4°3 nun). It is suggested that the addition of air

tends to cause the predominance of volume processes (recombination_

attachment) in the afterglow decay. This should produce a more uniform

plasma and hence better agreement between theory and experiment. The

argument for additional decay processes is supported by the fact that the

addition of air shortens the overall decay period by a factor ranging

from 1/5 to 1/10. Most of this shortening is in the early part of the

afterglow when the electron density is high. Since the recombination decay

rate is proportional to the square of electron denslty, the early after-

glow shortening is a further argument for the addition of volume decay

processes.

The impedance loci for helium (Figure 4.2.12) exhibit no kinks at

all. In contrast the experiment in neon at 10.3 mm (Figure 4o2.10)

displays kinks which are definite although considerably smoothed in

comparison with the theory (Figure 4o2o9). The two cases compared have

similar collision frequencies as is shown in the collision frequency table

given earlier in this section. This tends to confirm the earlier assertion

that neon is preferable to helium in an experiment of this type°
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A formulation for electromagnetic theory in a _agnetoplasma is

obtalnedo This formulation is in terms of a scalar potential and. a vector

potential° A modified Coulomb gauge condition is selected_ the choice

belng made so that the quasi-static electric field is displayed as a

distinct part of the total electric fJeldo The total electric field is

expanded in such a manner as to facilitate making a low frequency approxi-

mation (the expansion is similar to the expansions used by Mittra and

Deschamps I and also Kogelnlk 26)_ In the low frequency approximation_ it

is shown that only the quasi-static electric field remains° Furthermore

in the low frequency approximation, part of the magnetic field is shown to

arise from currents induced in the magnetoplasma by the quasi-static

electrlc field° This induced magnetic field is not present in isotropic

media°

The quasi-static electric field of a short dipole antenna is calculated

and in the lossless case the field is found to contain conical discontinuities

emanating from the ends and center of the dipole° These discontinuities occur

only when the quasi-static differential equation is hyperbolic and they lie

along members of the family of characteristic surfaces of the differential

equation°

The quasi-static electric field is used to obtaln an expression fDr the

input impedance of the dipole for any orientation with respect to the DC

magnetic fie]do Under' lossless_ hyperbolic condltions it is found that the

input impedance has a positive real par't0 Integration of the Poynting vector

over a surface surrounding the dipole indicates that real outward power flow
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is present and that it arises from the induced magnetic field mentioned

above° It is concluded that the quasi-static theory predicts a form of

radiation from a short dipole in a magnetoplasma.

The results summarized above are based on the assumption that the

current distribution is triangular and that a filamentary current is an

adequate representation of the dipole current for electric field calcu-

lations. The influence of this assumption is estimated by carrying out

impedance calculations for two different current distributions. The

first distribution is triangular but the current is assumed to be spread

over the cylindrical surface of the dipole° The second distribution is

filamentary and such that the slope of the current is zero at the ends

of the dipole and at the center. These two assumed currents give

impedances which are essentially identical to the impedance as originally

derived.

The quasi-static differential equation can be reduced to Poisson's

equation by a simple dimensional scalingo It is shown that a cylindrical

dipole in a magnetoplasma has a free space equivalent with a different

length and a distorted cross section. Furthermore, it is shown that the

scaling principle can be used to derive the dipole impedance formula.

A first order correction to the quasi-static impedance theory is

computed. The correction is found to be small in many cases of interest,

including the laboratory experiment used to test the theory.

The generation of longitudinal plasma waves is considered but only for

the isotropic case. Plasma waves are found to affect impedance appreciably

only in the vicinity of plasma resonance. In the laboratory plasma, the
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collision frequency is high enough to mask completely any impedance

effect due to plasma wave generation°

The effect of a non-uniform electron density is considered by calcu-

lating the impedance of a non-uniform_ isotropic plasma between parallel

plane electrodes° Non-uniformity is found to have little effect as long

as no part of the plasma is in a state of plasma resonance. If some

region is in resonancej the effect on impedance is similar to the effect

of increasing the collision frequency°

A series of experiments is described in which impedance measurements

are made on a cylindrical probe immersed in a pulsed_ decaying plasma° A

DC magnetic field permeates the plasma and is parallel to the dipole

axis° The electron density in the vicinity of the probe is measured using

the _'Resonance Probe _' technique° Good qualitative agreement between

measured and theoretical impedance is obtained. Quantitative agreement is

only fair_ probably because the plasma Is quite non-uniformo In some of

the experiments_ a small amount of air was allowed to mix with the neon

(neon was used in almost all of the experiments)° Addition of the air

resulted in greatly improved agreement between theory and experiment° It

is suggested that the presence of air enhanced volume decay processes in

the discharge afterglow and thus prpduced a more uniform plasma°
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APPENDIX

THE MODIFIED COULOMB GAUGE CONDITION

The gauge condition used in Section 2oi is

(A.I)

This will be referred to as the modified Coulomb gauge condition because of

its similarity to the Coulomb gauge condition

_7 • A = 0 (A.2)

which is mentioned in various texts.

In general, a particular gauge condition is chosen in order to simplify

some aspect of electromagnetic theory. It is necessary to show that the

choice of gauge condition has no effect on the field solution for E and H

and that it is always possible to find potentials which satisfy the gauge

condition° Suppose that A and • are potentials which satisfy MaxwellVs

equations through the relations

_- -_- j_ (A.3)

H = _7 x A (A.4)
o

It is assumed that no restriction (such as a gauge condition) has been applied

to A and _o It is known that Maxwell_s equations are invariant under a gauge
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transformation of the type

m_

jt_

(A .5)

(A.6)

I T

in which A , • are the new potentials and _ is the gauge function. If it

is required that the new potentials satisfy the modified Coulomb gauge

condition, Equation (A.1) becomes

V. KV@=-V . KX (A .7)

Equation (A.7) has the same form as the quasi-static equation for the scalar

potential and solutions for this equation may be obtained easily. Thus a

gauge function _ can always be found such that the gauge condition is

satisfied. Furthermore the invariance of Maxwell's equations under a gauge

transformation assures that the field solutions are unaffected by the choice

of gauge condition.


